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' DEFENCE 


Dean of St. Paul's APOLOGY 
FOR 
Writing againſt the Socintans. 


NE would have thought, that when 
the Ancient DoQtrine of a Trinity in 

; Unity,had not only been contraditted, 
& but openly ſcorn'd and ridicul'd with 
as little Modeſty as Senſe, it had been 
no unpardonable Crime to undertake 
the Defence thereof : But it ſeems a 
| certain Stender-by being a little touch'd 
with Melancholy, could not bear ſuch an Attempt ; 
for this is #0 /itigate rouching a Fundamental ; and that is 
to turnit into a C — ; that is, tounſettle, at leaſt 
endanger the unſettling the whole Superſtrufture. So that 
when ſome Learned Writers took upon them to chaſtiſe 
the Inſolence of theſe Buſy and FaQtious Underminers 
of Chriſtianity, who in the opinion of any one that is 
not overrun with Melancholy, muſt be thought by _ 
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bold Attempts upon the Fundamentals of our Faith, to 
have endeavour'd the wn —_— the whole Superſtratture ; 
this Staxder-by was put intoa ſudden Fright, to ſee men 
ſo unreaſonable, as to write in Vindication of a Funda- 
mental Article of the Chriſtian Faith, which it becomes . 
Peaceable men rather tamely and ſilently to give up, than 
to /itigate concerning it : And therefore he addreſſes in 
An Earneſt and Compaſſionate Suit to the Learazed Writers 
in Defence of the Churches DoQtrine, to hold their 
hands, and forbear art leaſt till « fit tame. 

But it ſcems All men had not the ſame Sentiments of 
this Peaceable Deſign, as the Melancholy Author of it had ; 
nor could the Compaſſiona'e Suit work its hop'd-for effets 
on the minds of All Learned Writers. Tis no wonder 
therefore that the Dean of St. Pauls was not thereby 
diſcouraged from reſuming the Defence of the Catholick 
Faith ; but only thought it neceſſary, before he ventured 
zo diſpute theſe matters any farther, to make ſome Apology 
for Diſputing ; and to ſhow, that notwithſtanding what 
this Author endeavours to perſuade the world, it is nei- 
ther Unchriſtian, nor Uncharit able, nor of Dangerous Gon- 
ſeqnence. 

But this Apology of the Dean's did, it ſeems, ſtir the 
Spleen of -our Sraxder-by, and move the Choler of this 
Peaceable and Modeſt Perſon, who would ( but it ſeems he 
could not, eſpecially towards the Church of Fxglazxd ) 
obſerve the common Rules of Good Manners : And there- 
fore we muſt not blame him, & in his Reply to the Dean 
we do ( notwithſtanding his deſigning the contrary, and 
compoſing his Mind as far as he was able ) meet with Bit- 
terneſs, Paſſion, Cavilling, Inſolence, and Il! Langmage ; 
for tho he will not pardon {nch things in himſelf, ( and 
therefore *tis to be hop'd will do private Penance for 
them ): yet it may become us to pardon them, and - it 
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ſs, as he ſays too many do, for « Point of Taftice in ſuch 
te calcare faſtum majori faftuw. And beſides, Ah he 
owns, that 'tis not without difficulty that Human Nature 
forbears rendring an Angry and Diſdzinful Reply to 
: Haughty and Ili-natur'd ys. th or thoſe which are fan- 
cied to be ſuch ; if he does now and then do fo himſelf, 
we may ſuppoſe it was becauſe he could not help it, and 
therefore it 15 excuſable ; for I hope the Plea which he 
makes for Hereticks, may ſerve alſo for himſelf; and if 
a man muſt Conceive as he can, and Tudee as he can, and 
Believe as he can, {0 he muſt alſo Write as he can. 

And this I think will alfo be a ſufficient Apology to 
our Author, for my not being of his mind ; for fince I 
muſt conceive as I can, and juage as T can, I find that for 
my life I cannot judge his Diſcourſe to be either rational 
or well deſign'd ; but rather, as he would fain have the 
world think of the Endeavours of other Learned Wri- 
ters, Unreaſonable, Unſeaſonable, and of Dangerous Con- 
ſequence ; And therefore without any farther Compli- 
ment, I ſhall venture to beftow ſome ſhort Remarks up- 
on it ; in which I ſhall alſo confine my ſelf to the main 
Deſign of the Book, which is, ( as we ſhall hear him 
confeſſing himſelf anon) To diſſuade men from Wri- 
ting in Defence of the DotFrine of the Trinity; and 
therefore I ſhall not think my ſelf concerned to enlarge 
in the Confutation of thoſe Arguments againſt the 
Dean's Hypotheſis, which ever and anon he gives us into 
the bargain ; formy buſineſs is only to conſider what he 
fays in Defence of his Peaceable Deſign of perſuading All 
men, as well as the Dean, not to write in Defence of 
the Truth, if he thinks it fo. 

But I muſt deſire one thing of Owr Author, That be- 
cauſe he falls foul on the Deas for pretending tro know 


his I=te#t, when he wanted = Gift of diſcerning Spirits 4m. p. 11. 
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to capacitate him for being a Juage of it, he would take 
notice, That I do not pretend to know his inward 1x- 
tentions any more than his Name. And therefore what- 
ever I ſhall ſay in my RefleQions, let him not pretend 
that I do it to calumniate and 7noaiate him, fince all I 
have to do with, is his Book. 

But now let us come cloſer to the purpoſe, and be + 
plain and ſuccintt, as far as our Author's intricate way of | 
Writing will permit, who begins ( as he alſo goes on ) 
with heavy Accuſations againſt the Deaz for his Bztrer- 
neſs, Inſolence, Il Language, Indignities, Falſe Imputa- 
tions, and at leaſt ſeemingly malicious inſinuations againſt 
himſelf: Whether all this be true, and whether the 
Dean in any place treats him with greater Sharpneſs 
than ſuch a Writer deſerves, muſt be left to the Impartial 
Reader to judge. | 

One of the Falſe Imputations with which he charges 
the Deax, is, That he ſays, He called the Socinians learn- 

_ ed Writers of Controverſy, whom he now proteſts he 
did xot mean by that CharaQter : And tho his Title-Page | 
be ſo ambiguous, that it might eaſily be miſtaken either 
for a Suit to Learned Writers, or for Forbearance to 
Learned Writers; yet Tam apt to believe him, becauſe 
*he has not diſſuaded the Socinjans from Writing againſt 
the Trinity, but other Learned Writers from Writing for 
it: A good Orthodox Excuſe. ; 
| . But waving this and many Inſtances of the like Diſinge®= * 
nuity, he will preſent here the main State of the Cauſete- | 
twixt the Dean and himſelf ; which in ſhort is this, That 
the Diſputes touching the Controverſies of the Holy Trini- | 
ary P. 3. ty, mightbe at __ let alone, till fit time and place ; 1 
{uppoſe he means only by the Orthodox Writers, who 
defend that Doftrine; for he himſelf proteſts, that by 
Learned Writers, to whom he addreſſed his Suit, he did 
not. 
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not mean Sociniens : And to perſuade to this, he had ſaid, 
T his particular Controverſy is of all others at preſent moſt 
unreaſonable, moſt dangerous, and moſt —_ This 
may pals for a ſtate of the Queſtion ; and I will leave it 
to the Reader to judge upon the whole, whether the 
Dean has not quite overthrown this ſtate of his Queiion, 
and | JeY demonſtrated the Weakneſs of all he 
urged. 

Vow he is deſirous to know, Where « the miſchief of 
all this: For all that he deſigned was plainly no more then, 
to move for Peace, at leaft for a Trace, till both Parties 
were calmed, and might calmly Treat. But, methinks, 
the faireſt way for this had been, to deſire borh Parties. 
to hold their hands, and not only to beſeech one to be 
ſilent, and let the others Write, and Talk, and Rail, 
and Argue on too as well as they can againſt the Eſta- 
bliſhed DoQtrine. But methinks this very projet of a 
Truce does not ſeem very reaſonable, for it looks as if he 
thought the Church and the Socinians to be upon equal 
terms with one another, which I can by no means 
grant ; becauſe the Church of Exgland, in this Point at 
leaſt, has had Sixteen hundred years preſcription, be- 
ſides the Authority of Scripture and Reaſon on her ſide. 
Nor can I think any Treaty lawful in ſuch-Fundamen- 
tal Points, but that all Catholick Chriſtians are bound 
to do what they can by Reaſon to convince theſe men of 
their Errors, and reduce them into the Boſom of the 
Church ; for I do not like our Authors way of Com- 
pounding with Hereticks and Shiſmaticks, and T hope 
Poſterity may find better Expedients for Uniting of Prote- 


ftants, than for the ſake of Peace to give up truth. 


But here though our Author could bear, what he 
thinks a modeſt and juſt reprehenſion,. yet he.is very angry 
with. what the Dean ſays, and looks upon it as 7h 
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is no better than « petitio principif, rhet the Dottrine of 


the Trinity, as Dy. Sherlock hath flated it, and does defend 
it, is a fundamental of the Chriſtian Faith, Now this I 
take to be a falſe imputation upon the Dean, who does 
indeed, as the Church of Exg/and does, look on the 
Do&trine of Three Perſons and One God, aS 4 Fandamen- 
tal of the Chriſtian Faith ; and this he endeavours to vin- 
dicate from thoſe Abſurdities and Contraditions which 
are charged upon it, and gives ſuch an Explication of it, 
as though he believes to be true, he does not lay down as 
neceſſary to be expreſly believed by all ; nor will he 
eſteem any man a Heretick who ſincerely believes the 
Dodrine of the Church, that there is but Oe God and 
Three Perſons, though he does not ſubſcribe in all things 
to his Hypotheſis. And therefore I think the Apr apologiſt 
is fallen into a fit of Melzncholy when he complains of the 
Dean, becauſe in his Apology he quits his Adverſary, 
and negleQs all chat has been ſaid againſt his Novelties, 
and falls upon expoſing the Peaceable man. Now T ſhould 
rather have wondred, if in an Apology for Writing 
againſt the Socinians, he had entred into the main ſub- 
je& of Debate, when his only buſineſs was to ſhow the 
weakneſs of ſuch Earneſt Suits, as deſired that no man 
ſhould Write any thing in the preſent Controverſy ; ſo 
that I cannot but think the Antapologift is a little, if not 
beſides himſelf, T am ſure a great deal beſides the pur- 
poſe, to make it a matter of Accufation againſt the Dean, 
that he keeps cloſe to the proper Subjett of his Diſcourſe ; 
for I would here only ask him, Whether in his S#ir he 
undertook a Confutation of the Dean's Hypotheſis? If 
he did not, then I hope his Book may be pertinently An- 
ſwered, and ſolidly Confuted too, without entring into 
the merits of that Cauſe. I would ask him alſo, _— 
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ther he did not Addreſs toall Learned Writers ggainfs the 
Socinians in this Comttoverſy, as well as to the Dean? 
And whether what he urges be not levePd againſt any 
man's Writing in Defence of the Eſtabliſhed Do&rine, 
as well as of the Dean's particular Hypotheſis ? If ſo, 
'tis plain that the Dean did very well, notto run out into 
a Vindication of his own Hyperbeſo, or of the DoQrine 
of the Trinity in general ; #ut to fall upon expoſing the 
Peaceable man, as our Author terms it; that is, to ſhow 
the inſufficiency of all his pleas for Forbearance towards 
the Sociniens, and betraying the Chriſtian Paith, under 
the pretence of Peace and Moderation. 

But the Dean does not like that the Faith ſhould be tated 
in Scripture Lanzuage, but would have School-terms paſs as 
Fundamental in Faith, as well as his own new Definitions 
and new Notions. As to the firſt of theſe things ; The 
Dean does, and that on very good reaſons, deſire, whe- 
ther the Melancholy ſtander-by can admit it or no, that the 
true Faith, under what words ſoever it be expreſſed, and 
not merely the ſound of Scripture-Words, ſhould paſsfor 
Fundamental ; and thus far he is for Schoot-Terms, or 
any Terms that fix the true ſenſe of Scripture : But as to 
the other branch of this Accuſation, 'ns falſe and ridicu- 
lous, and that is anſwer enough to it. As for the wncer- 
tain fignification of Philoſophical Terms , methinks he 
ſhould not quarrel atthat, which may afford his Friends 
the better ſhelter, and permit every one under the ſame 
words to couch his own meaning. 

And it ſeems in what he writ, he did not conteſt ei- 
ther of theſe Points ; and yet in the = Page before, 
he complains of the Dean, becauſe in his Anſwer he 
did not offer one Word to prove his own new Notions; 
which yet he owns he did not conteſt with him, and « 
fill as willing as ever to deciine engaging, but only in 
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his own defence he can't forbear declaring, That the Dean 
has to his power overthrown the True Catholick Faith of 
the Nicene Creed, as much as Philoponus or Joachim 
ever did ;, nor will his Invention of Mutual Conſciouſneſs 
clear him from the Charge of inferring Three Gods, ſince 
that can infer only an Unity of Accord, &c, This he 
ſays, but does not here go about to prove it, becauſe 
theſe things require more Words than the preſent Deſign 
admits, and it may be more Reaſon than he is Maſter 
of; and therefore 'tis as eaſy ſor me, and as allowable to 
ſay, That the Dean's Mutual Conſciouſneſs does infer 
more than an Unity of Accord, as for him to ſay it does 
not : And that it does infer full as great, if not a greater 
Unity of Subſtance and Nature, than the words of the 
Nicene Creed expreſs ; and if it were not for the Rea- 
ſon which he himſelf has given, I ſhould not care 
though I ventured to diſpute this matter with him at 
large. | 

,- for his next SeQtion, I do not know well what 
to make of it ; *tis long and full of Quotations, but to 
what purpoſe , he who writ it may poffibly know 
beſt 


In the firſt place, I think he would have none but 
Scripture-terms made uſe of in ſtating this Doctrine ; 
but this, whether it were the Invention of Old Here- 


ticks, or New Ones, hath been ſhewn to be in our Caſe + 


very fooliſh and unreaſonable, and what none would 
contend for, but he that either knows not what he asks, 
or has a mind to overthrow the true Faith, 

The next thing, as near as I can gueſs, that he en- 
deavours to ſhew from Fathers,Schoolmen,and Proteſtant 


Divines is, That the word Perſon is equivocal and uncer- * 


tain in its ſignification; I hope then his Clients may like 
it the better, as being able to make uſe of it in a ſenſe 
| agree- 
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agreeable to their own DoAtrines. But after all this Us- 
certainty of the word Perſon, about which he has ſhown 
ſo much Learning, as faras I can find there is ſo much 
of its Signification agreed to on all hands, that the Azz. 
trinitarians are unwilling to uſe it, as evidently inclu- 
ding ſomething that will not go down with them ; and 
I fear that this is the true reaſon of our Author's Quarrel 
againſt it. 

But now our Author has ſhown himſelf ſuch a Ma- 
ſter of Books, he can't forbear ſtepping a little out of 
the way again, to ſhow himſelf as great a Maſter of 


Reaſon, and therefore falls foul upon the Dean for con- 


tradicting himſelf, for making Three Minds and One 
Mind, and making the Perſons Diſtini, and not Separate, 
which is to him an unavoidable Contradiftion : And who 
can helpitif it be ? What the Dean maintains, is not ſo 
to every body's apprehenſion ; eſpecially if it be conſi- 
dered in his own words, without our Author's Comment 
on them ; for it may be underſtood how Three Minds 
are One, tho it be ſomething difficult to apprehend har 
they aye three ſames, and not three ſames: And I can no 
more underſtand our Author's arguing, That if they are 
Diſtinit, they are Separate alſo, than he can the Dean's, 
when he fays they are Diſtint# and yet not Separate, which 
I believe will not ſound like an Abſurdity to any but a 
Socinian Underſtanding. 

But if the Dean has been miſtaken, and has fallen 
ſhort ia his Arguing, and has alſo ſet up an Hypotheſis 
full of Contradiftions, which yet there are a great ma- 


P. 8. 


ny Wiſer men than our Author do not believe, what - 


would all this be to the Deſign of our Author's Book ? 
If Dr. Sherlock does not argue well, muſt no body there- 
fore write, that can argue better ? If his Hypotheſis be 


unreaſonable, is it therefore unreaſonable to write in De- 
| Cc fence - 
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fenceof the DoQrine of the Trinity ? Or is the DoQrine 
it ſelf unreaſonable ? Some menwe know think ſo; and 
this may by ſeveral ſtrokes in his Book be ſuſpeQed to be 
the Opinion of our Author. 

However, heis ſo great a Lover of Peace ( why then 
does he quarrel ſo much with the Orthodox Writers, 
and the Church of Fagland?) that he is willing to ad- 
mit the old way of ſpeaking, and the Ancient Notion of a 
Divine Perſon, as being more conſiſtent and leſs obyoxious : 
Which if it had been kept to, he had ferborn his Suit : *Tis 
the New Notion then that he quarrels at; but why then 
muſt all men be deſired not to write in Defence of the 
DoQtrine of the Trinity, even tho they dohold tothe old 
Notion ? n 

But h.re (that is in the Ancient Notion of a Perſon ) 
or rather in that Word, ſince it has been a long rime-in 
uſe, without ever defending or explaining the thing 
he would have our Divines flop for Peace ſake. And I be- 
lieve they will gratify him fo far, as not to enter into any 


farther Diſputesabout it, if he will ſecure rhat the Socz- 


iaxs {hall not oppoſe this, but ſubſcribe to it, and not 
write againſt it. Now he would perſuade us, and fo it 
may be he might if we had never ſeen his Melancholy Sit, 


or did notunderſtand Expliſh, That allhe defired was, that 


men would ſtop at the Ancient Notion, &c. when 'tis plain 
ro any Exglzþ underſtanding, that he deſired a great 
_ deal more, viz. That no body-would write at all in De- 
fence of the Ancient Faith, or Antiext Notion rf a Pey- 


ſon, though our Adverfſaries do daily affront and ridicule: 
the DoQtrine of the Church, and'the Ancient Notion too. 
For I only defire to know, Whether the ridiculing the' 
Athanafian Creed,, which was the'otcafion of Dr. Sher-- 
bbet's Vindication, be not ridiculing the- Axcienr Not i-#; - 
This being all his harmle'Defipgn,” heis 'very angry at 
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the Imputation of Diſzuiſed Heretick, &c. What he is, I 
determine not, but I am lure he writes juſt as if he were 
ſuch an one ; and ſince he has not ſer his Name, I can't 
apprehend it any ways uncharitable to ſuſpe& ſo much 
of an unknown Author, of whom we have nothing elſe 
to judge by but his Book, which I am ſure will never 
prove that he is any rhing better, and does well deſerve 
to have a Brand ſet upon it, that unwary Readers may 
not be deceived by it. And this I believe, whatever he 
doth, very few Orthodox Hearty Aſſerters of the Ca- 
tholick Faith, will think a Calumny. 

Now for the Dean's New Hypotheſis again, who did 
not keep within bounds, and ftop where he ought to 
have doae, but mult needs be rambling, and therefore 
he muſt have a laſhor two for that. And forthe Keader's 
Treat Edification, our kind Author will give an account 
ms far he had read of the Dean's Book when he writ, 
which,and ſeveral other as weighty Accounts of himſelf 
and his private Concerns, I leave tothe Reader that has 
Curioſity-enough to peruſe them, 

But the Dean holds that which neceſſarily infers Three 
Gods, and ix his Apology goes beyond himſelf, as in his Vin- 
dication he went pl nl, ezond and contrary to the Doftrine 
of the Fathers, Schoals, and Proteſtant  Divines. Pray 
what's the matter now ? Why, he calls the Son a God In- 
carnate, and the Holy Ghoſt aGod; and therefore infal- 
libly by vertue of this little Particle 4, there muſt be 
Three Gods, all the world:can't help it : For tho he ex- 
preſly ſays, Theſe Threeare.but One God, and proves it 
too, yet as long as he fays the Sox is « God, Incarnate, 
there is nothing can vindicate him from the Imputation 
of Tritheiſm ; and therefore he muſt according to his 
Promiſe, thankfully correit this Abfurdity, gow tis if 
plainly ſhown him. 


11 


I2 


A De ence oj the D. o » Fauls Apo yy 


But does « God Incarnate ſignify any more, but that 
he who is Incarnate is God ? Which if we were always 
to deal with ſuch Criticks, is amuch ſafer way of ſpeak- 
ing, than to ſay he is God Incarnate; for among thoſe 
whoown a Trinity of Divine Perſons in the Godhead, 
a God Incarnate can ſignify no more, than that One of 
the Divine Perſons, who is really and truly God, is In- 
carnate ; but to ſay God Incarna'e, might be abuſed by 
ſuch perverſe Criticks to ſignify, That the whole Trinity, 
which is the One God, is Incarnate. . 

The next Complaint of our Author is, That the Dean 
charges him with deſiring that no body would write aga nſt 
the Socinians: And pray is not that the deſign of his Me- 
lancholy Suit ? To moſt mens a pr—_— I dare fay it 
is; nor do find that he himſelf makes any exception 
againſt the Truth of the Charge ; he does not ſay it was 
not his deſign, tho it is very iniquitous in the Dean to 
charge him with it, becauſe whatever his Intent was, he 
has given us two admirable Reaſons why it cannot be 
concluded from his Book. The firſt is, 'That others «s 
well as Socinians are Heterodox in this Point : But'the 
Dean and Dr. Wallis writ only againſt Socinians, and he 
owns his Suit was chiefly to them, and no body elſe is 
particularly named in his Suit, and therefore the Dea 
gueſſed pretty right, and had ſome reaſon for his gueſs. 
2dly. Theſe are not the only Points in which they are Hete- 


rodox, and therefore the Door had liberty to write ag ainſt. 


them in other Points : But ſtill was not he and every body 
elſe deſired to forbear them in theſe their principal Er- 
rors?: And did the Dean charge him with any thing 
more? For in this preſent Controverſy what had he to 
do with their other Errors? And yet TI believe many at 
leaſt of his Reaſons for not writing, will hold as well in 
ether Points asin this of the Trinity. 


In. 


SO ORE FO LE REITs © 


or Writing againſt the Socinians.. 

In the next place he gives an account. why. he tiles 
himſelf a Sraxder-by, which.does not become any Di 
vine of the Church of Ezg/and in ſuth a Fundameatal 
Article of the Chriſtian Faith. The firſt Reaſon he 
gives, 1shis mean opinion of his own Skill in the Con- 
troverſy, but it is modeſtly expreſs'd with a perhaps, and 
therefore perhaps it was his ill opinion of the Controver- 
ſy it ſelf, His next Reaſon is, That every one who is 

ill'd at his Weapon uſt not draw upon every one he meets 
begirt with « Sword, but if they draw upon him, or to 
s. a ir out of the Metaphor, ailault the Catholick Faith, 
which every Chriſtian is concerned in, and every Divine 


concern'd to defend, it does not become him to be a 


Stander-by, but to uſe his Skill to defend himſelf and his. 
Faith ; for to be a Srander-by'in ſuch caſes, in plain Exg- 
liſh is to be a Neuter ; and when there is a diſpute of 
Faith, if a Neuter be not a Heretick, he cannot be Or» 
thodox, for he is on neither fide, if we can. ſuppoſe a 
Medium betweea theſe two. 

In the next place he does not like to be thought render 
on the wrong ſide ; but certainly he is ſo, if he means any. 
thing that he ſpeaks. He readily owns.what I believe 
no body will lay to his charge, That he bas ſhown « Ten- 
derneſs tothe Church of England and the Nicene Fatth ; 
I ſuppoſe by thoſe ſevere Refleftions which he makes 
upon both, and his Burleſque of the Arhanaſien Creed 
and the Litany, which as yet ſtand in our Liturgy, and: 
are like todo fo, till it fall into the hands of ſuch Melan- 
choly.Reformers, as out of pure Tenderneſs for the Cre-- 


dit of the Old Reformation, are for Gheaglagets Frame. 
olvi 


of our moſt Fundamental Articles, or reſolving them all 


intoa mere Negative Belief, which is to keave no poſitive: 
Faith in the Church. And here ovr 4uthor would know: 


how he is Tender on the Wrong fide, when he has —_— | 


(&4 


A Defence'of the D. of S. Paul's Hpalooy 
-preſs'd « tenderneſs for the Church of England, the Credit 
of the Reformation, and for Peace apd Folineſs; and Tie 


warrant you, has fiot ſaid one word in favour of the $9- - 


Sinien Hereſy, and therefore the Dean may keep his profound 
politick Notes, of mens tenderneſs being due to their Incli- 
nitions, for better purpoſes : What theſe purpoſes are, 1 
know not, but certainly 'tis no improbable conjefture, 
that men have ſome Izclinations tothar, for which they 
expreſs a great tenderneſs, though tis poſſible this Rule 
may ſometimes fail, and that ringtha n winch our Au- 
thor ſaith he has expreſſed for the Church of England, may 
not be 4veto his Fnclinations. ; ; 


1 . But now let us go forward to the next Paragraph, 


and we ſhall meet with fome farther inſtances of the 
Dean's diſingenuons arts; Who perverts our Author's 
Peaceable Aſſertions, and makes what he pleaſes of them by 
odions: thar 46's, which the Reader muſt know, s his 
common nay of dealinx. A ſhort but heavy Charge this, 
if it be true; but the comfort is, that he who reads the 
Deaz's Book with his own Eyes, rather than the Ante 
pologiffs, will find no ground for ſuch an Accuſation ; 
for he does ino-where pervert his Peaceable fſertions, not 
do- his that is's Miſrepreſent the conſequences of our Au- 
thor's-Aſertions: And I rake it for 'no diſirgenuors art, 
toexpolcany Aﬀertion by ſhewing its true inc:ang, and 
laying open the juſt conſequences of it. A} as to that 
publick hate, whiclithe faitl} the Dean, endeavouts to caſt 
o#-him, I don't ſee how thar-can be, fince the Dean has 
nevet:mentioned his Name, and theretorc c:ther did not 
know him, or had no-mind to expole 1:1. 

In the next Seftion he confeſſes himſelf a» £22 '9 
fach open Diſputes between Proteſtants, as ouly Publi|1. tg 
the-commor 'Emnemies the Diviſions of the Proteſtants, 
And/ſo 1 believe'is the Draz too, as alfo to all ſuch open 
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Diſputes among Chriſtians, as have the ſame ill conſs« 


uences with reſpeQ ro the common Enemies of Chri- 
fanity ; and yet I believe neither he, nor our Author, 
would from hence conclude, That we muſt not diſpute 
againſt any Popiſh Errors, becauſe this pub/ibes to the 
common Enemies of Chriſtianity the Diviſions of the 
Chriſtians ; or that, if there be any ſuch opex Diſputes, 
choſe who defend the Truth when openly contradrted, 
muſt bear-the blame of them. © Asto whathe ſays, 'Thar 
Voluntary Diſputings have never ſuppreſſed, but rather ye« 
vived old Hereſies; If he means by Voluntary Diſpating, 
a neceflary Defence, as hemuſt mean if ir be anything 
tothe preſent purpoſe, 'tis very wiſely thought of, .that 
diſputing againſt thoſe who revive and prop old 
Herefies, is the thing which revives them, © + VV? 
How this Proje&tr for the Churches peace,,bos!d have 
thoſe who ſhould Write in this Controverſy authorized, he 
will ſet down anon, and then twill betime enpugh to ad-- 
mire the wiſdom of his Contrivance :* Let us inthe fear 
time come to his- Latitude of Faith, Which is Toy ho 
branch of his notable projeC& for Peace, which he till” 
adheres to, though, I think, he_has given little or no an-- 
{wer to what the Dean urged hn it ; fo that the: 
Dean's Arguments hold good fill notwithſtanding His? 
Exceptions againſt them : Nor ate 'we'one fram rhe: 
wiſer for all that fine LeQure which he hete reads ton-/ 
cerning Latitude, as a Metaphorical term derived from: 
Aſtronomy, Gevgvaphy, Triple Dimenſions, or what elle: 
you pleaſe ; 'nor yet for bis citation from one who, :T be-- 


Vieve, was far enough fron his Latitaze of Faiths, ". © | 


For I can't yet find what he would beat in the-preſent- 


point, unleſs it be, what he has been already charged: 


/ith,' That every man ſhould be ler Ach) to' believe: 
hat' he pletſcs, ſo he doth bur- pro; TATE 
mas: 1 Beat Wards: 
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©. 'Wordsof Scri ture, though in never ſo perverſe a ſenſe. 
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This I can't believe is that Latirzde in which the Apoſtles 
left the Faich. He ſays, Toleave Faith in the Latitude in 


which it was delivered, is to impoſe no Determinations 


of ſuch words ( i. &. of ſuch words as may carry with them | 
different Notions) 4s neceſſary to Salvation, but to allow 


each Perſon to believe the matter propounded in one of thoſe 


ſenſes, whatever it be, which the words naturally bear, and | 


which in his Conſcience he judges trueſt. This don't ſeem 
ejther ſafe or reaſonable, becauſe a Word or Phraſe may 


naturally be capable of divers ſenſes, and yet it may be : 
demonſtrable that in one -place it muſt be taken in one 
ſenſe, and in another place in another ſenſe ; ſo that to; ! 
takeftin the wrong ſenſe in either place, may be Ridi- | 
culous, Abſurd and Heretical. ; Now I am perſuaded 
that the Apoſtles never intended to leave Faith in this : 


Latitude, nor was it reaſonable they ſhould, for then we 


need profefs but one General Article, That the Scriptures | 
are true, andevery man ſhould be left to make what he | 


would of them.; which would be a pretty and eaſy kind 
of Unity of Faith, comprehending all, or at leaſt al- 
moſt all Hereſies, for which ſome places of Scripture are 


. always urged by their Abettors, which ſeem to them 


naturally to-ſignify what they aſſert, orat leaſt they ſay 
ſo ; and our Author has: told us in another place, That 
weare to be/ieve them in what they conftantly profeſs. 

| But if he meansonly, That we ſhould not impoſe any 


a Ra. 


| 


more determinate Signification on ſuch Words, than what | 


the Apoſtles appear to have deſiga'd them in, nor limit | 


them to ſuch Specialties as they cannot be proved to be | 
limited to in Scripture, we agree with him. But this 
will not ſerve his Cauſe, for here we muſt take in the } 


Circumſtances of the Place, the Coherence with other 
Texts, &c. and then we'will limit them no farther ton 
| | WE TORE ary Ate Ws | what 
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to leave every one to interpret them as he fancies, and 
yet be obliged to account him Orthodox, and not to op- 
poſe his Falſe and Erroneous Interpretations ; which is 
to permit all Hereſies to go on, and never ſay a word 
againſt them, : 

But I hope he will allow, That all Scripture has ſome 
determinate Senſe, or el{e"it ſignifies nothing ; and that 
this Senſe-in the great Articles of Faith is obvious and 
intelligible to ImfArcial, Diligent, and Unprejudiced 
Seekers, and that as far as this determinate Senſe we 
ought all to agree: For tho in ſome leſſer matters we 
cannot ealily hx this determinate Senſe, nor know cer- 
tainly what it is, and therefore may without any great 
danger be ignorant, and may own our Ignorance ; yet 
as to the Prime Articles of our Faith, we ought certain- 
ly to underſtand them in ſome determinateſenſe ; ( tho 
under that Compaſs ſome Specialties may be contain'd, to 
either of which it is not neceſſary to determine our A 
ſent) forelſe indeed we do not unflerſtand them at all, 
and do only repeat a huddle of words when we confeſs 
our Faith. | | 

Now if our Author can ſhow me ſome plain deter- 
minate Senſe of thoſe Places which we urge, that com- 
prehends under it both what we aſſert, and what the 


Socinians maintain, only as ſuch Specialties, either of 


which may agree with the natural Senſe and plain Mean- 


ing of the Words in all thoſe places, I will joia with him 


in deſiring no body to write againſt the Socinians, at leaſt 
not with any Warmth or Zeal, as allowing them to be 
no Hereticks, nor involved in any dangerous Errors. 

In the next Paragraph, becauſe the Dean was not good 
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what evidently appears to be the true ſenſe of them; 
and fo far we think it reaſonable to limit them, andnot 
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A Defence of the D. of $. Paul's Apolog y 
of Faith, and not any longer leave it to gueſs, though he 
firſt of all gives the Dean liberty to take it in what ſenſe 
he pleaſe, even in that of Fooliſbreſs, and thinks that 
the Apoſtle would in a ſort juſtify the expreſſion ; but nei- 
ther the Apoſtle nor common ſenſe will juſtify the per- 
tinency of it in this place. He tel]s us then, that he 
really meant Plainneſs, Unmixedneſs, Purity ; and 1 
believe the Dean is as deſirous as he, that the Faith 
ſhould be preſerved as Plain and as Pure as the Apoſtles 
left it, _ yet I fancy that will not hinder him nor any 
man elfe from defending it againſt the rude Affaults of 


Hereticks, nor from uſing reaſon in its Defence : For the 


Dean's deſign is to keep the Chriſtian Faith Pure and 
Unmixt from Heretical Gloſſes, which make it quite 
another thing than what the Apoſtles left it, and not as 
our Author fears, to vamp Philoſophy into Faith. 

But now the Dean muſt anſwer for what he has pre- 
ſumed to fay in favour.of the Schoolmen, and muſt be 
confuted from his own words, for asking ſich an unrea- 
ſonable queſtion, as, What hurt have they done? And 
here he ſpends Three Pages to ſhow his own treading, 
and the Schoolmens Follies, and particularly thoſe of the 


Maſter of the Sentences ; -but I have more wit'than to 


follow him through all theſe Particulars. In ſhort there- 
fore, I ſuppoſe the Dean did not intend 'to juſtify every 
thing that they ſaid, but only thought they had done no 
harm-by the words Perſon, Natuje, Eſſence, Subſiſtence, and 
Confubſtantiality, which the Dean expreſly menrion'd, 
and thought them a good Defenceapainſt Hereticks con- 
cealing themſelves under Scripture-Phraſes. And that 
the Dean did not intend to vindicate them in all things, 


-nor to fix on them the CharaZter of Tofallibility, is plam 
from what our Author cites: *And that the uſe-of theſe 
- words hath done more haim than good, "I leave __— 
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thor to prove at his leiſure; and ſo paſs over all his tedi- 
ous Harangue againſt the School. Dad#ors ; let him bang- 


them about by himſelf, and vent his diſpleaſure again(t 
them as long as he will, it may be a good exerciſe, and 
ſerve to divert his Anger from the Church of England 
and its Orthodox Defenders : But how he and the Ani- 
madverter will agree the matter, I cannot guels. 

And it may be 'twas this that mollified his Di/pleaſure 
by that time he came to the Fathers, who otherwiſe 
were like to have ſmarted for the ſame kind of Folly, 
but now are like to come off pretty well ; and he has 
given us a reaſon for it, which I like well, becauſe it 
argues ſome Modeſty : He owns they are guilty as well 
as the School-Dottors, but his reſpett would not let him ex- 
poſe their Venerable Names : He has indeed caught them 
in a great fault, but he is ſo kind as to let them eſcape. 
I am glad he has ſo much reverence for the Ancient Do- 
Qtors, I only with he had as much for the Ancient Faith, 
and would let that eſcape his Laſhes too. 

But the Dean accuſes him of not underſlanding, or not 
reading the Schoolmen. What the Dean there ſays, I ve- 
rily believe may be rrue, but neither daes he affirm it to 
be our Author's caſe, nor will I, becauſe he now tells 
us, he has read them, and. thinks he doth generally wnder- 
ftand them ;, and I had rather take his word, than con- 
teft that point with him. 

But the Dean ſays, he cenſured even our Engliſh Re- 
formers for retaining Scholaſtick Cramping Terms in their 
Pablick Prayers; This he denies, but owns that he did 
modeſtly wih cha they had obſerved the ſame Temper as did 
the Foreign Reformers ; which implies, that they ought 
to have done ſo, and yet did not, which notwithſtand- 
ing the Modeſty of it, Ltake tobe cexſoring them, Nay, 
and is not what follows, Cexſ#ring our Litany and the 
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Compilers of it? If it be not,” I am ſure the Difſenters. 
themſelves never cenſured it. 

Put by theſe Terms, the Dean ſays he means the begin- 
ning of the Litany. And how comes he to know his thoughts ? 
A very pretty queſtion : For how ſhould any man with 
out conjuring know by his own words, that he meant 
the Litany, which he prophanely and ſcornfully ridi 
cules ? Fut he meant not that alone; a good exculc; for 
it ſeems he meant allo rhe I reface in the Communion: Ser - 
vice before the Texov.11v on Trinity-Sunday ; that is, Who 
art oxe God, one Lord; not one only Perſ.m. but three per- 
ſons in one Subſtance ; for that which we believe of the Glo 
ry of the Father, the ſame we believe of the. Son, and of 
the Holy Ghoſt, without any difference or inequality. And 
has not that School Divinity enough init ? And it this be 
all the hurt in School Divini:y, it will make every good 
Chriſtian very fond of it, for it contains the true C hriſti- 
an Faith. But becauſe the Dean bas pitch'd upon the other, 
he will ftickby it. Generouſly done : Now let us ſee how 
he defends his Cenſure. Luther and Calvin are both cal- 
led in to help. Luther left out that Petition, O Ho'y, 
Bleſſed, and Glorious Trinity, Three Perſons and One God : 
Of which he confeſſes the Lutherans give another rea- 
ſon, viz. That the German Word did not ſo expreſly lig- 
nify a Trinity, as to exclude a Triplicity;, but he will 
not allow this to be currant ; but I ſuppoſe they under- 
ood I uthey's reaſon better than he. And then Calvin 
diſlikeditalſo; but ſo he did ar ng and will he 
think that a ſufficient ground to cenſure our Reformers 
for retaining it ? 

'But to what purpoſe are theſe Citations ? Let them 
be as expreſs.as they will, they are no Argument to us, 
who are no more bound to acquieſce in their Judgment, 
than our Author is in that of, the Compilers. of our Li- 
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turgy, for whom I thiok he ſhould have as much Reve- 
rence, as either for Luther or Calvin. But other Foreign. 
ers alſo, and our Nonconformiſt Conntreymen, have ſtrong 
J exceptions againſt this part of the Litany, which he cannot 
anſwer as he would. 1 am ſorry for it, but I hope there 
are ſome otiters 1a the Church who can. | How he would 
have them anſwered, I cannot tell, but I ſuppoſe he can 
anſwer them ſo asto ſatisfy himſelf, which' ſure cannot 
be without ſufficient reaſon to juſtify the Lawfulneſs of 
I theſe Forms. And if that can be done, which if it could 
{ not, he muſt be a Hypocrite in uſing them, Iam ſure 
J "cis no ſign of .a Texderneſs for the'Credit of the Engliſh 
1 Reformation, to endeavour thus toexpoſle it, and to pub; 
I liſh what he thinks to be the Infirmities of it, when 
; this publication can ſerve no other end than to encou- 
{ rage men in their oppoſition to, and diſlike of the E ſta- 
{ bliſh'd Church; Certainly it had been more proper to 

have reſerved theſe Complaints #1 his fit Time and Place. 
3 Buthe will grant that theſe Forms may be uſed without 
1 ſn, but yet he judgeth it much ſafer not to come ſo near di- 
$ viding the Deity, and ſo far to diſtraf Devition. But 
$ muſt wenot then lay aſide the Apoſtolical. Form. of Be- 
nediCtion in conſtant uſe among us,: the Doxology, and 


the Form of Baptiſm, for fear of dividing the Deity, . 


$ and diſtratting Devotion ? For-in all theſe there is. as ex- 
{ preſs, diſtin, and particular mention of Three, I dare 

not add Perſons for ww of offending our Author, as in 
the Litapy. But ſtill he would have theſe Forms reduced 


1 to more Scriptural ones, to bring in our own-Diſſenters, | 
whom we ought if poſſibl: , .I hope I may add, by reaſona- 


ble Methods, to bring in and unite t0 us. 


But here I cannot but, obſerve, that this and a great . 
deal more of his Book, is direCtly Writing againſt the re- - 
ceived Dottrine of. the Trinity, and the Eſtabliſhed we 
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plainly proved-that theſe mords of Scripture cont ain 
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ſbip of the Church of England. Now what is this to the 


delipn of his Book, to perſuade men-not to Write in De- 
fence of the Dof#rine of the Trinity? Did he do that, 
only that he might have liberty to Ridicule and Expoſe 
it? I muſt confeſs 'tis a good Argument to engage men 
not to Write in Defence of this Do#rine of the Church, 
if hecan make it out, that it ought not to be retain'd. 
But methinks 'tis ſuch a kind of Argument, that be- 
ſpeaks a man not ſo much a Peacemaker, as a profelt Ad- 
verſary. And beſides, I would ask him, Whether it 
be leſs Dangerous and leſs Unſeaſonable at preſent for him 
to Wrire againſt che Ettabliſhed DoQrine and Worſhip 
of the Church, than for others to Write in Defence of 
them ? 

In the next SeQion he tells us, That Unſcriptural 
Words were complained of by the Fathers, as well as by 
Hereticks; and by the Fathers firſt, for which he cites 
St. Athanaſins and St. Ambroſe, whom I am not now ar 
leiſure to turn over, nor does it ſeem very material to the 
preſent buſineſs. St. Athanaſius he owns Apologizeth 
for the word Gco2g9y from the Veceffity of it ; and if that 
will be allowed as a good reaſon, I ſuppoſe the Dean 
will not defire more 1n favour of Unſcriptural Terms, 
and therefore finceour Author is willing, I think we had 
as good let this projett ſtand upon its own merits. 

Here then he 1s very liberal, and will allow us to /Vin- 


dicate Scripture from Heretical Gloſſes. Why then may 


wenot Write in Defence of the Dottrine of the Trinity, 


-and ſhow what is the true ſenſe of Scripture in that 


Point ? Andif we may do this, Why is it-not ſeaſonable 
to doit now Hereticks are fo buſy in perverting the true 
fenſe of Scripture? And if he will grant us this, the 
maindefigaof his Book is overthrown. But when we have 
this 
*nſe 
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ſenſe, why ſhould we C7 Oppo by means in our Creeds 
and Articles ) change the Words? T will tell him one 
ſhore reafon, if he toes not know'ir already, and that is 
becauſe, when we have proved this to be the true ſenſe of 
Scripture , fo as to ſatisfy honeſt and unprejudiced 
Minds, yet perverſe Hereticks' may 'ſtill take them in 
their own ſenſe, and ſo we ſhall be never the nearer the 
knowledge of their Minds, nor able to diſtinguiſh them, 
unleſs we require them to profeſs they believe them in 
that ſenſe, which weave proved to be the trac ſenſe; 
and then it muſt be in other Words ; for chough we have 
ſhown to all rezſonablemen, what is the rrue meaning 
of them, and ſo made the ſenſe of the words plain ; 
yet the wordsare the ſame that they were ; and there- 
fore every one who took them ina perverſe ſenſe before, 
may do ſo ſtill if he will. Beftdes, why may not any 
man, whobelieves that'to be the true ſenſe which has 
been ſhown ſo to be, profeſs his Belief m thoſe terms 
when required by the Church, as well as in Scripture 
Words which he takes in the ſame fenſe ? | 
The Dean urges, They ( 4.e. Scripture-Words) - 
G 


be undetermined, and "tis neceſſary .to fixtheir true ſenſe. 


But this, fays'our Author, is the Difficulty ;, They may 74- 
tionally, at leaſt probably, admit of more ſenſes thaw one, &C. 
He gives anexample of this, which is not very much for 
his Reputation, becauſe it can ferve no other end; but 


to overthrow the Perſonality of the -Holy Ghoſt, and 
his Tntimare \Conſcious Knowledge of God; and were 


my 'defign at-prefent to difpute+the ſenſe - of particular 
Texts, it were eaſy to ſhow, thar-it is not the Obſcu- 
rity of: the Text, but his own Inclination, which'makes. 
him fancy his' Latitude of Senſe ; bur it is a vainthing 


in ſuch a cauſe as thisro infer a general 'Rulefrom-a; par- 
ticular Inſtance :..For/how-many inſtances ſoever- of this . 
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nature he could give, if: he will allow that there areaoy 
expreſs Texts for the Divinity of .the Son and of the Ho- 
ly Ghoſt, which will not admit ſuch a Latitude of ſenſe, 
(as he mult acknowledge if he will allow the DoCtrine 
of the Trinity to be a Scripture-DoErine) there can be 
no pretence then, to leave ſuch a. Fundamental Article 
in {uch.a Latitude of ſenſe, that men may either own or 
deny a Trinity as they pleaſe. 

Further, He would be clearly for expreſſing ſome fixed 
true ſenſe of all Controverted Texts inſuch Words as He- 
reticks cannot pervert, but for two or three Reaſons, which 
are worth hearing : His firſt Reaſon is, becauſe he cannot 


always be ſure which ſenſe is moſt truly affixed. But can he 


never be ſure of this in any Texts that have been Coantro- 
verted? If hecan, then this is no reaſon why it ſhould 
not be done in them. His ſecond Reaſon depends upon 
the firſt,” and ſo muſt ſtand or fall with that, for where 
we.can be ſure which is the 7rae ſenſe of Scripture, there 
is. no ſuch danger of changing Faith and changing Scrip- 
ture by fixing the ſenſe, but the greater fear is of having 
no Scripture, if you have no determined ſenſe of it. 
His laſt Reaſon, as urgent as all the reft, is, that we can- 
not tell where to find ſuch Words as Hereticks cannot per- 


vert. I grant ſome Hereticks are ſo perverſe, as to 


wreſt almoſt any words to their own ſenſe, orelſe the 
Socinians could never have wreſted ſuch plain Texts of 
Scripture,and forced them tocomply with their Notions. 
But that ſome words have been found that Hereticks could 
not pervert, isI think undeniable, ſince they have and do 
frequently refuſe to ſubſcribe to them and raiſe ſuch op- 
poſition againſt them; as for inſtance, the 5yggacy, which 
the Arians always oppoled. Now if theſe words did 
not plainly contain ſuch a ſenſe as doth expreſsly contra- 
did their Opinions, why ſhould they not profeſs their 
-Faith-in ſuch words ? | © ns of a4 He 
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He could aſſign many words pitch'd upon from time to 
time, to guard the Faith and prick the fingers of Hereticks, 
&c. What then? This is no proof that all words can be 
perverted, or that none were ever pitch'd upon that could 
not. As to the rwo words xenzzo«5 and Perſone, pitch'd 
upon by him, and fo learnedly Criticis'd upon , I ſhall 
only ſay in ſhort, that theſe and ſuch other words as the 
Church of England delivers her DoQtrine in, have prick'd 
the fingers of {ome men, or elſe what makes the Socini- 
ans cry out ſo? There is ſomething plainly ſignified by 
them, which the Antitrixitarians think not 1o eafily re- 
concilable to their Opinions as the Words of Scripture 
are, though it be indeed no more than we ſay and prove 
to be contain'd in Scripture ; or elſe why do they not 
reſt contented with them as well as with the words of 
Scripture ? Suppoſe there are ſome Homonymies, as our 
Author complains, ia ſome words uſed in this Contro- 
verſy ; will theſe words admit the Hereſies againſt which 
they are directed ? Will they admit Socinian Opinions ? 
Or do they contradi& them? If they do, then they 
ſerve the end for which they were deligned, notwith- 
ſtanding theſe Homonymies. 

Our Author ſeems to think, That Words cannot be 
found to fix the Senſe of Scripture, unleſs the ſame words 
will exclude A4{{ Hereſies concerning the SubjeC&t to which 
they are apply'd, which is manifeltly abſurd. For if I 
confeſs that God is 4:mighty in the moit expreſs terms 
that can be imagined, may I not for all that affirm, 


that he is not Ju/# or Goad? And mult the word Almighty 


be rejeed becauſe it does not exclude 4 Hereſies con- 
cerning the Divine Nature, though it ſufficiently ex- 
clude all ſuch Blaſphemous Notions as make God a weak 


| and impotent Being. Now though I confeſs Three Per- 


ſons in the Godhead, 'tis no wonder that I may never- 
E theleſs 
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theleſs hold Hereſy, and Blaſphemy, 'and aſſert Three 
Gods too; bur can I under theſe words mean, that there 
is nota Trinity of Perſons, as Socinians affirm ? 

But Hereticks may here conceal themſelves under a larger 
Latitude of Fxpreſſion, and ſpread their Hereſies with x 
Traditionary Senſe and Comment of their own, more exatt- 
ly and more poiſonouſly then the purity of the Floly Text 
would have permitted. How ſhall we be able to deal 
with this man, who is ſo well skilled in the verſatile wit 
of Hereticks, that neither Scriptare- words, nor all the 
words made uſe of by the Antient Fathers with great 
Caution and Judgment, are able to hold him? I wonder 
how he knows, what either Hereſy or Orthodoxy is as 
to the DodFrine of the Trinity; when, if we may believe 
him, there are no words that do determinately ſignify 


\ either, but both the words of Scripture and Fathers will 


equally ſerve both. 

But now we muſt return to the Latitude of Faith, which 
the Dean tragically complains of him for pleading for, &c. 
Here our Author is much out of humour at ſome Queſti- 
ons which the Dean put to him; and I do not wonder 
that it goes againſt his ſlomach to anſwer them briefly 
and plainly, though he ſays he will. For upon reading 
his Anſwers, they appear neither brief nor plain, nor 
can I well tell what to make of his tedious harangue for 
ſome Pages together. The Dean asks him, if there be 
any more Faiths than One; to this indeed he anſwers 
plainly, That Faith as Truth can be but One. But then 
in what follows he makes it neither brief nor plain ; for 
though he owns there is but One Chriſtian Faith, he 
qualifies it very notably, with And every Truth which Chrif 
and his Apoſtles taught, ought, if it can be without ſcraple 
w#nderſtood, without ſcruple to be Believed, Now 1 would 
here ask him, if he will not be offended at my preſump- 

tion 


or Writing againſt the Socinians. 


tion, whether there be not ſome Chriſtian Truths which 
ought to be expreſly believed by all Chriftians ? this I 
nie he will grant, becauſe he afterwards ſays, that 
what is Neceſſary to the Salvation of all is plain. This is 
all we defire, and then let Proteſtant Divines be as tender 
as they will is defining the number of Fundamentals: The 
only queſtion to our preſent purpoſe will be, Whether 
the Dotrine of the Trinity is not one of theſe few Funda- 
mentals which are neceſſary to Salvation? And if it be, 
certainly we may be allowed to Write in the Defence of 
it, and to require the Profeſſion of it from the Members 
of our Church; and furely what is Fundamental in this 
Point is but Oe, and that wherein all ought to agree ; 


P. 28. 


and then the Faith will be but One, and no ſuch Fallacy 


in the Deans queſtions as he complains of. 

If he will not allow the Dorine of the Trinity to be 
a Fundamental, 1 think 'tis no hard matter to prove it ; 
but that is not my buſineſs, nor according to the deſign 
of his Book, isit his: *Tis upon this ſuppoſition we ar- 
gue, and upon this ſuppoſition I would fain ſee him 
prove that the Church ought not to require an expreſs be- 
lief of this Article ; but to leave it. in ſuch a' Latirude, 
as that every one may be Socinian, : Arian, Sabellian, or 
what elſe he pleaſe, and yet paſs for a very Orthodox 
Chriſtian. This I taketo be the Larizude he pleads for, 
and which, though in his diale&t ic be ſtiled Believing as 


by Grace we are able, is really Believing only what we 


pleaſe. 

The reſt of this Par 1 concerning different mea- 
ſares of Faith, as tothe preſent purpoſe, 1s no more than 
mere harangue, «d populum phalere ; for I cannot poffibly 


underſtand that it concerns the preſent —— , 


how God will hereafter deal- with men, 'by 


of their dirbas Capacicnt ent Opperrenins boos 
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ledg, and what excuſes there may be for ſome mens Tg- 
norance of the moſt important Trurhs, &c. AndI dare 
affirm, that all he urges here, mutatis mutandis, will be 
of as great force out of the mouth of a Terk or Deiſt, 
to prove that we urge /00 ſtrif an nity, when we de- 
fire them exprelly to believe the truth of the Chriſtian 
Religion. 

Suppoſe, though there is no reaſon for it, that we 
ſhould grant him his »egative Be/izf, even for the whole 
Creed, Will that ſerve his and his C/zents turn ? Will 
his Socirian Friends ſubmit to it ? Will they then not ſay 
a word againſt the Dot#rine of the Trinity, nor endeavour 
to ſpread their Errors any farther? or if they do, will 
he give us leave to Oppole them and Defend the 
Truth ? 

But now let us ſee in the next Setion, where he 
thinks, tho upon very unjuſt grounds, as will appear 
preſently , he has caught the Dean tiipping, how pitt- 
Fully (to uſe his own Phraſe ) and pedartically, as well 
as unreaſonably, he triumphs and exults over him, and 
endeavours to expoſe his Subri/ty, as he calls it, in ſaying, 
That if the Faith be One, there can be 1" more Latitude in 
the Faith, than there is in an Unit. Now {ure this is no 
ſuch Metaphy ical Subti/ty ; for if the Faith be Ore, 'tis 
plain there can be no more Latitude 1n it, than in an 
Unit. But now for our Author's great Diſcovery, with- 
out any Subtilty init, There are, ſays he, as many ſorts of 
Units, as there are of Unities; and then he reminds the 
Dean of Philoſophicaland Arithmetical Units or Unities, 
which you pleaſe ; and what Latitude there may be in 
an Unit. Suppoſe all this, the Dean doth not, as I can 


| find, ſay there is no kind of Latitude in an Vxit, but ouly 


that there can, be no mare Latitule inthe Faith, than there 
is in au Unit ; Which if it be Oze, mult be ſo. Tor then 
"ON pray 


ET IE ITED 
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I pray, what is the L:titade in an Unit, conſidered as an 


Unit? None, I think; for in whatever reſpeCt *tis One, 
*tis no more than Oze,and has no Latit#de. A Compoſitum, 
which is a thing he imagines the Dean may have heard 
of in Philoſophy, tho,as he ſays, it has Parts, yet is but 
One Totum, and in that reſpe& has no Latitude; and an 
Hundred is but One hundred and no more ; and therefore 
as an Unit it is but an Vn, and has no Latitude. And 
if the Faith be Oe, as One, it can have no Latitude: If 
the Unity of the One Faith be only an Unity of Words, 
then there is no Latztude of Words, and we muſt comply 
with our Author's Fancy, and never profeſs it in any 
other words than the words of Scripture : But if it be an 
Unity of Senſe, ( as one would think 'tis moſt reaſona» 
ble and moſt proper it ſhould be among intelligent Crea- 
tures) then we mult agree in the ſame Senle ; and if 
we do not agree in ſome Oxe Senſe, we do not agree in 


the ſame /aith, tho we do uſe the ſame Words ; and if 


we do agree in the ſame ſenſe, *tis no harm tho we hap- 
pen not to uſe exactly the ſame words, and then there 
may be very gooereaſon ſometimes to make ule of other 
than Scripture-worads.. 1 believe then there is no Latitude 
in an Unit. Tes, but there is, and iz» the One Faith too, 
eſpecially as by the One Faith we underſtand what Churches 
and Dottors have now made it. What Churches and Do- 
tors have made the One Faith, if any of them have 
made it more than our Saviour made it, concerns not us, 
we juſtify no ſuch things. But what is this to our pur- 
poſe ? Sure theſe Churches and theſe Dofors do till re- 
quire an Unity of Faith, and allow no ſuch Latitude as 
our Author contends for ; nay, I fancy he really thinks 
they urge t00 fri? an Union; and yetthis for want of 
a better, muſt be made an Argument. to prove, That 
there is a Latitude in the One Faith; and is it not a ftab- 
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bing one? Some DoQors require more things as Articles 
of Faith, than really are ſo; ergo there is a Latitude in 
the One Faith. But ſure this is no ſign that theſe Churches 
and theſe Doftors allow a Latitude inthe One Faith, if 
they make it ftriter than Chriſt or his Apoſtles made it, 
much leſs that Chrift and his Apoſtles allow of any ſuch 

Latitude of Faith. . 

But have we not whole Syſtems of Opinions now-a-days 
male up into Confeſſions of Faith ? Yes, we have ſeveral 
Syſtems of Arian, Socinian, Pelagian, Calviniſtical Opi- 
nions, and all of them require a Subſcription at leaft from 
their Divines to theſe ſeveral Syſtems, without allowing 
his Negative Belief, which is a certain proof that they 
do not allow his Latitude of Faith; and from hence to 
prove that the Scripture words have no determine4 ſenſe, 
and are not to be believed in one determined ſenſe, is to 
prove that the multitude of - Herefies deſtroys the certain 
and determined ſenſe of Scripture ; and I wonder what 
he means, who pretends to own One Paith, to object 
againſt this One Faith the various and contrary Syſtems 
of Opinions in Religion, unleſs he thinks all theſe con- 
trary Syſtems are within the Latitude of the Vzzr, or of 
the One Faith. 

And now that this Leti:#de may not paſs for his own 
invention, he tells us, That God is doubly the Author of 
« Latitude in Faith. 1. In revealing his Truth in ſuch terms 
as admit of a Latitude of conception; that 15, in not re- 
vealing it at all; for if the terms admit of a Latitude o 
conception, i. e. two contrary ſenſes ; which is thetruth * 
Both cannot be, and if both are equally the ſeaſe of the - 
words, then the Truth is notrevealed, but as far to ſeek 
as ever. Now for my life cannot Þ imagine what elſe this 
Latitude of conception ſhould be , unleſs he means that 
God has revealed his Truths, -and thoſe too the moſt 


Fun- 


for Writing againſt the Socinians. 
Fundamental Articles of Chriſtian Faich ( for'cancern- 
ing ſuch our preſent Controverſy is) in ſuch dubious 
and ambiguous Phraſes, that we cannot underſtand the 
true ſenſe of them, -or at leaſt that very few can, and 
that even they few cannot be certain that they under- 
ſtand them in the right ſenſe, chat is, in that ſenſe which 
' God meant them; tho that is improperly ſaid, for it 
ſcems God meant them in none, but intended thatevery 
man ſhould believe them in what ſenſe he pleaſes. -This 
he may call a Latitude of Faith, but it is ſuch a Latitue, 
that if I ſhould tell any Infidels of it, whom I would 
convert to Chriſtianity, they would preſently laugh at 
me and my Faith too. 

But in the ſecond place God #s the Anthor of a Lati- 
tude in Faith, ingiving to men, as he ſees fit, ſuch meaſures 
of knowledge and perſuaſion, as leaves them in 4 higher or 
lower degree of Faith, and even of Holineſs. T his t5- 
;mpious; forin the true conſequence of it he charges not 
only all the Hereſies,but all the Infidelity in the world on 
God Almighty, and juſtifies both rheir Herefies and their 
Infidelity by the different degrees and meaſures of Faith, 
or by the No-Faith which Gad gives them ; but I am. 
not at leiſure to diſpute this now, for it does not concern 
our preſent purpoſe. But if our Author would ſay an 
thing either in defence of what he pleads for, or aninit 
what the Dean maintains, he muſt ſhow that Chriſtians 
are not obliged to profeſs and believe one and the {ame 
Truth ; that agreeing in Scriproxe- words,.tho undcritand- 
ing them in contrary Senſes, 1s ſufficient eo- make Ortho- 
dox CR—_ ; that —_ Fae pr eiy Faith 
againſt ſuch as oppole it, e y y, Or any 
Peateable men forthem, pretend that they -hebieve. as or. 
can, and a5 byGrace they are able ; and that. the.Church 
muft not require an\open and :undilguiſed: Profeſlionof 
the True Faith. | Now 
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Now all this, he ſays, is far from thinking it indifferent 
what men believe ;, but very-far I am ſure from being any 
Proof of what he pleads for ; for there is nothing that 
can uphold his Cauſe, but ſuch an Izd:fferency as will 
not allow the Church to concern her {lf what men be- 
lieve, nor her Members to defend the TrueFaith. But I 
muſt conceive as I can, and judge as Ican, and believe as I 
can too ; 1 mult not believe whatTI cannot believe. Very 
well: And I need not believe any more than I can; and 
this is true too, if it be not iny owa fault, that I can be- 
lieve no more; but. if it: be, I ſhall hardly be excuſable 
before Godior Man. I'cannot; it may be, believe the 
true Faith of the Holy Trinity ; or it may be I can- 
not believe the. Truth of the Chriſtian Religion, as 
I fear too many now-a-days will be ready to tell 
you ; ſome Luits and Prejudices hinder me from dif- 
cerning the clear evidence of it; and ſo long I can- 
not - believe, and: "therefore I hope I ſhall be ex- 
cuſed, and. no- body will be ſo quarrelſome as to /:- 
tigate with me about it, nor go about to confute me, for 
Tbelieve as by Grace I am able; for though the Goſpel be 
never ſo true, if God has not given me Grace to under- 
ſtand ſo much, how can I believe it ? For neither I, nor 
any man alive, whobelieves any thing, can believe all that 
Dittating men will impoſe upon them. But can't he elieve 
what Reaſon and Divine Revelation Di7ate? And who 
deſires him to do more ? If the Dofrine of the Trinity 
be the Impoſition only of Didating men, let him prove 
that, and we will no A deſire him or any man to be- 
lieveit. Butif itbe the plain truth of che Goſpel, we 
will defire him to believe it, and think the Church has 
Authority enough to require: him to do it, though the 
Charch can't make that an Article of Faith which God has 
xot made fo : For I hope ſhe can require the profeſſion had 

| al 


for Writing againſt the Socinians. 


that which God has madefo, and that is all we deſire. 
But in Controverſies the Church may declare her Senſe , and 
we are bound ſo far peaceably to ſubmit and accept it, as not 
fo contradict it or teach contrary, under Penalty of her Cen- 
ſures. A very bountiful Conceſſion, for which he de- 
ſerves her publick Thanks, if he will but ſtay for them 
till a fit Time and Place. And this he would be content (1 
doubt it not )) to conceive the whole of what our Church re- 
quires, as to theſe things, which are merely her Determina- 
tions. Now who can tel] what he means by merely her 
Determinations ? for 1 never heard that the Church de- 
livered any DoQrines, eſpecially the Creeds, as merely 


her Determinations, which would be indeed with a bare . 


face to impoſe upon the Faith of Chriſtians ; but ſhe 
never pretended to make a Faith, but to teach thar Faich 
which was once delivered to the Saints. 

But does he really think the Church deſires no man to 
believe the Creeds, and particularly .the Do&rine of the 
Trinity, but only not to oppoſe them? Doth ſhe indeed 
hand them to us merely as her own Determinations? Can 
any thinking man ſay ſo? Bur if this were all, Do our 
Socinians obſerve this? Why does not he firſt perſuade 
them tocomply thus far, before he deſires us not to de- 
fend the Church's DoQrine? Oo 

But let us hear his profound Reaſon; For in truth it is 
to no purpoſe for her to require ſuch Approbation and Conſent, 
which whether paid or no, ſhe can never come to have know- 
ledge, of which ſort is Belief and inward Approbation. Is 
it then to no purpoſe to teach men the Truth, becauſe 
they may put upon us, and fay they believe it when the 
do not? Is it to no purpoſe to require men to profels 

their minds ſincerely, becauſe we cannot always be ſure 

whether they door no? This is admirable Logick. We 

muſt then never adminiſter ” Oath, becauſe we july 
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tell for all that, whether the perſon ſpeaks the real truth 
or no. But if this be true, there is no need of diſputing 
a Latitude of Faith, for men may take this. Latitude 
whether we will or no. | 

But to exatt this may breed Hypocriſy ; not if his La- 
titude of Faith be allowed, for then men may fincerely 
profeſs their Faith in any Words which have Latitude 
enough to excuſe from Hypocrify, which, if we will 
believe him, all words have, whether found in © cripture, 
or uſed by the Ancient Church. Burt muſt nothing be 
done, from whence bad men may take occaſion to be Hy- 
pocrites ? ThenlI am ſure Vertue muſt not be encoura- 
ged, nor Vice puniſhed, becauſe ſome may hence take 
occaſion to counterfeit Virtue when they are not ſincere- 
ly virtuous. And I hope he will not ſay, That requi- 
ring an inward Belief makes men F7ypocrites any other 
ways; it is not deſign'd for that end,it does not command 
nor force men to be Hypocrites, ant if men will be Hy- 
pocrites, who can helpit ? Nay, certainlv if our Church 
required only his Peaceable Submiſſion in what ſhe teaches 
of the Trinity, ſhe might be more juſtly accuſed of en- 
couraging Hypocriſy. For what elſe would it be, to 
oblige men daily to worſhip the Trizity, when ſhe does 
not ſuppoſe nor deſire them to believe any ſuch thing, 
and to profeſs their Faith in ThreePerſons, when they 
do not believe one word of 'that DoCtrine ? But 3t can- 
not be a Seed of Charity ind Chriſtian Concord to exatt 
this inw1rd Belief, But I think *ris great' Charity to the 
Souls of men to exaQt ſuch a"Faith as is neceſſary to Sat- 
vation ; as for” Charity to the Bodies of men, writing 
againſt their Hereſies breaks no bones. And if by Cop- 
cord he meansan Unity of Faith, which 'is the only 
Concord we ate how concern'd about, fuch a Latitude 
as admits of Twenty ſeveral ſorts of "Faith, Ean't = 
| [4 
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this Concord; and whenever there is ſuch a Concord, as 
an univerſal Liberty of Faith ſignifies, which can be on- 
ly a Civil and Political Coxcord, I deſire him to tell me, 
whether ever he found a greater Unity in the Faith, or 
leſs diſputing for it. 

After ſome uſual Compliments paſs'd upon the Dean 
and his Hypotheſis, which deſerve tobe ſcorn'd, not to 
be anſwer'd, he comes. to Dr. Wallis his Three Some- 
whats, The Dean ſays, That when Dr. Wallis called the 
Three Perſons Three Somewhats, thereby hz: only meant, 
| that the true Notion of a Perſon he did not know : That 
is, thattho, as the Door ſays, a Perſon in Divinis is 
| analogous toa Perſon in Humaznis, yet by what peculiar 
name to diſtinguiſh them he could not tell, and there- 
fore calls them Somewhats; which, as the Dean ſays, 
muſt ſignify, Thar Three Perſons are Three Real Sub- 
ſiſtencies, and Three Real Things, not a Sabelian Tri- 
nity of mere Names. Andif he can think this a good 
occaſion to ridicule the Trinity in our Prayers and Doxo- 
logy, by the name of Three Somewhats, he is not a fit 
man either for the Dea, or any ſober Chriſtian to 
diſpute with. 

But now for his «avoidable conſequence of not knowing 
the true Notion of a Perſon, that we then worſhip we kngw 
not what; T have hardly met with any thing more empty 
and weak. If we have not the true, that is, full Notion 
of a Perſon, therefore we worſbip we know nat what, when 
we worſhip Three Perſons : He might as well have con- 
cluded; That becauſe we have not a compleat Notion 
of God, nor of ſeveral of his Attributes, as. Omanipo- 
tence, Omniſcience, &c. all which we allow to be In- 
comprehenſible, therefore we worſhip we know not 
what, when we worſhip an Omnipotent and Omaiſci- 
ent, thatis, an Incomprehenſible God. , 
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But now ſince he pretends to own a Trinity, and has 
ridiculed Somewhats, and done little leſs for the word 
Perſon; would deſire to know what he worſhips, when 
he fays that Prayer in the Litany, O Hol, Bleſſed, and 
Glorious Trinity, Three Perſons, &c. And what he means, 
when he owns 1 hree that bear witneſs in Heaven; whe- 
ther they. be in his opinion Three Somewhats, or Three 
Nothings ; Three real Things, or only Three Names ? 
But however that be, he will zot bluſh to preſs again his 
deſires to all men to let this Controverſy reſt, as it was above 
Thirteen hundred years ago determined by | wo General Coun- 
cils. Pray who are they that will not let it-reft ? Are 
they not his Friends who move theſe Ancient Foundarics 
of Peace? If we muſt let it reſt, perſuade them to leave 
us in quiet Poſſeſſion of the Truth, and we are content ; 
which ſure he ought to do, orelſe to let us alone in de- 
fending it. Por I cannot but look upon it as very par- 
tial and iniquitous, to defire us to let the Controverſy reſt, 
that is, not to write in Defence of the Ancient DoCtrine, 
while our Adverſaries freely ſpread Libels againſt it ; 
and who can imagine that any man who has any Zeal for 


the true Chriſtian Fa th, ſhould prels this ? 


As for his Reaſon, which he thinks ftands unſbaken, 

I am of opinion that neither the Dean'nor any one elſe 
had occafion to ſhake it, it was weak enough ro fall of 
it ſelf. If ſome men by the Improvements they have at- 
tempted, have, as he ſays, embroil'd this DoTrine, the 
fault is theirs ; or if ſome will draw falſe Inferences from 
what is well and cautiouſly faid, there is no help for it, 
as long as there are men of perverſe Minds, and weak 
Heads : But ſure all who have writ on this SubjeCt have 
not embroiled it; I have read what ſome Learned Writers 
of Controverſy , beſides the preſent Dean of St. Paul's 
and Dr. Walls, have writ on this Subje& within leſs than 
| | Thirteen 
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Thirteen hundred years, which has not embroil d nor per- 
plex'd my underſtanding, but givea me much Satisfa- 
Qtion, and made ſeveral things clearer to me than they 
were before. But if this Argument were never ſd true, 
it does not prove taat we ought not to defend the Anci- 
ent DoQrine, but only not to give any new Fxplications 
of it, leſt they ſhould turn the Heads of ſome men. 

As for what he quotes out of the Nouvelles de laiRe- 
publique des Lettres, if it lignify any thing more than to 
let us know he underſtands Frexch, it muſt be to warn 
the world again(t Mathematicians, who it ſeemsare very 
buſy in corrupting the Faith with their-Norions of Ma- 
thematical Quantities : | never ſaw the Book, and am 
not Mathematician enough to be a proper Judge of it; 
and therefore mult refer it to Dr. Wallis, who ie. 

But now he is for carrying on his Jeft in good earneſt, 
whatever the Dean think of -it, and would till have the 
Dodtrine of the Trinity left on its old Foundation of Au- 
thority ; 4. e. he would have us yield the Point to the $9. 
cinians, who he knows value the Authority of Councils 
no more than he does that of the Church of -England. 

The Dean, he tells us, demands of him, World he 
believe ſuch abſurd Doftrines as ſome repreſent the Trinity 
in Vnity tobe, merely upon Church- Authority ? To which 
he returns an Anſwer, by which *tis not eaſy to appre- 
hend what he means. He ſays, he is not preſs'd with any 
ſuch abſurd Coftrines: It may be he is not,. for I am not 
ſure ( tho he pretends the contrary now and then) that 
he believes any more of the Trinity than the Socinians 
do :- But if he believes what the Church of Engl 
teacheth, the:Socinians I am fure do preſs him as well as 
others with pretended Abſurdities. 

Now as. for ſuch forms of ſpeaking, as 5ugsory,, Con» 
glorified, and the like, he thinks we muſt receive them 


only. 
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only from Church- Authority, and would havethoſe who 
defend them ( which TI think he does not care to do) 
urge nothing elſe. The Fathers indeed, good men, 
thought the ſenſe of theſe words was in Scripture, and ſo 
doth he, admitting what we judge good Conſequents out of 
Scripture , to be of the ſame truth with Scripture; but 
poor man he confeſſes he is not able to prove it, nor zo 
convince others who do not think ſo; and becauſe he: can- 
not convince them, | he thinks no body elſe can; which 
may be true, if he knows his men to be convinced ; for 
ſome men will never be convinced, and ſome orhers 
have as little mind to convince them. But he goes on, 
Demonſtrate to the world this to be the Senſe of Scri- 
pture, aud the-Controverſy is at an end. If he means, 
prove it by good and ſufficient Reaſon, this we ſay may 
eaſily, and often has been done, and yet the Controverſy 
15 not at ary exd, and I fear never will be, while there 
are ſuch Peacemakers as he is, fluttering about the world. 
But when he calls upon us to demonſtrate this, T hope he 
does not mean Mathematical Demonſtrations, unleſs he 
has a mind to trepan us into the Nouvelles ; and as for 
any other Demoanttrations, if he cannot give them, others 
can, if he will ſecure them from his Earneſt Suits. 

Well, but if we -can't demonſtrate this, we muſt own 
this to be the tate of our Evidence, We have for the Or- 
thodox fide, Scripture interpreted by the Tradition of the 
Church : This at length reſolves it ſelf mainly into Church- 
Authority, This were true, if there were no other*cer- 
tain way of knowing the true Senſe of Scripture, but 
Church- Authority ; for this ſets aſide Scripture, and re- 
ſolves all at laſt into Church- Authority ; and he himſelf 
has made that too contemptible to be a ſure Foundation 
for Faith ; but the Scripture was ſo writ by the Divine 
Penmen, as to be underſtood; and tho a Traditionar 
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Senſe of Scriptare be a very good Confirmation of what 
according to the ordinary rutes of expounding Scripture, 
appears to be the true and genuine Senſe of it, yet'no 
Authority ought ſo far to over-rule us, as to perſuade 
us to believe that to be the true Senſe of Scripture, which 
neither the uſual ſignification of the words, nor the cir- 
cumftances of the place, nor the contexture of the Rea- 
ſoning proves to be fo. And this was the Queſtion he 
ought to have Anſwered the Dean, Wherher he would 
have believed ſuch things as the Socirians lay are very 
Contradi&tious and 4bſurd, and which he himfelf does 
not ſay, are not abſurd, merely upon Authority, though 
this Authority pretends Scripture without any Reaſon 
co beon its (ide. 

But ſtill he has a farther fetch, which the Dean was 
ſo dull as not to.ſmel] out, nor I believe would any man 
elſe, though he had attended his words never fo ftrittly; 
and it is this, that fome other Concurrent ' Power ſhould 
be called in to end this Controverſy, 'T'ſappoſe, 'by im- 
poſing filence on all Patties, This carries a ſhow of 
greater impartiality than our Author uſually expreſſes, 
for then the Socinians, as well as the Orthodox, -muft 
have their hands tied up. But'I doubrthis is nat fuch-a 
very fair propoſal, 'when *tis thorotghly conſidered ; for 
this maſt not be done till the Hereticks'are firſt gratified, 
and the Forms of Worſhip, which ſome mens Conſciences 
can't bear, made eaſy, that is, the DottPine of the Trinity 
thrown otr of 'the'irturgy ; thank Him for his extraor- 
ditiaty* Civility'to-the' Church of 'Exg/aud. Ani then 
0 matter how ſevere the Laws be againſt any who ſhall write 
or ſpealt more inthe Controverſy; that is, I ſuppoſe, every 
man ſhall'be 'punifhed who fhall-preſume-ro ſpeak: one 
wotd for 'as' well as againſt ' the Try», arid; pretend to 
teach any fuch DoErine ;*for ſaying any thing of 'it, » 
tacr 
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ther in the Desk or Pulpit, will be /peaking in the Contro- 
verſy. Now this I think will not amount to much leſs 
than determining the Controverſy on the Socini ns (ide ; 
for to prohibit the teaciing or aſſerting the DoQtrine of 
the Trinity, or the explaining of thoſe Texts which do 
aſſert ir, looks very like determining that there is no ſuch 
thing, or at leaſt that "tis no matter whether men believe 
it or no, orin what ſenſe they take the Scripture words 
ſo they do but agree to uſe the words. 

But to proceed with our Author, he profeſſes a great 
Reverence for the Council of Nzrce { wherher in earneſt 
or in jelt let the Reader judge ) and ſpeaks a great many 
fine things in behalf of it, not worth repeating. And 
then he falls foul upon 4thanaſius and his Diſputations, 
taking a hint from what the Dean ſaid concerning his 
Learned and Subtil Diſputations , which confounded the 
Arians; of which this Author for brevities ſake, and 
to keep cloſe tothe buſineſs in hand, gives us a tedious 
Hiſtorical Account, which is many times a very good 
way of. dropping the main Point ; belides, that ir is al- 
ways eaſier to tell a ſtory, than to reaſon well. Andto 
what other purpoſe all this Account ſerves, he may gueſs 
that can ; for my part I ſee fo little in it, that I think ir 
time loſt to coalider it any farther. For I cannot under- 
ſtand how it proves, that the Council of Nice did rely 
chiefly on Authority, as our Author aſſerts ; and that heir 
Faith was not ( as the Dean ſays it was) reſolved'into 
Scripture and Reaſon. When he ſhows how his Story 
will prove this, which was the thing in debate, I will 
ſeriouſly conſider his Quotations, but in the mean time 
I ſhall leave him to read his Hiſtory-LeCtures to the 
walls, and paſs on a Page or two farther, where we ſhall 
meet with a Maſterpiece of Wit and Reaſon, in ſome 
Learned Remarks on the 4thanafien Creed, which ma | 

| we 
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well enough divert a Reader .who is diſpoſed for a little 


Mirch, but will ſignify little to one that has a mind to 


be Serious. 

But however, he cannot forbear an inſtance or two 0-t 
of that Creed, to ſhew how apt that Creed is to lead 
men to miſtake the Truth, and to profeſs Hereſies and 
Blaſphemy. 1 ſappole this was meant for an initance to 
ſhow his Tenderneſs for the Church of England, who 
owns and embraces this Creed. He has found out a way, 
( and as far as I know, the Glory of the. Invention 
may be all his own) to prove from zhis Creed, that 
Two of the Three Perſons are not Eternal, but Created, 
becauſe there 1s but One Eternal and One Uncreated, and 
therefore Two of the Three muſt be Created; tho the Creed 
expreſly ſays of each of the Three Perſons, That he is 
Eternal and Uncreated. Any man, I think, would ra- 
ther hence conclude, That theſe Three are One Eternal 
and One VUncreated, than chat Two of the Three are 
not Eternal. And I dare venture any man for making 
ſuch a miſtake, tho he hath a leſs Metaphyſical Head than 


our Author, and leſs Grammar to direct him how to 


diſcern when 4 word js tobe taken adjedtively or ſu'ſtan- 
trvely. 

And now he tells us, Therefore (i.e. b:cauſe of what 
has been ſaid) he had reaſon, as to the Doitrine of the 
Trinity, not to gobeyondthe Deciſions of the Councils, but 
to.arquieſce in their Authorities; as if that were all he had 
urged, when 'tis plain that he affirm'd, That it was Au- 
thority that chiefly carried the Point in theſe Councils, 
and would have us urge nothing but their bare Authori- 
ty in defence of our Faith ; and whether from what he 
has {4id, there be reaſon for us thus to expoſe our ſelves 
for Fools to.our Adverſaries, I leave everyone to judge, 
who knows what Reaſon means. So that the Dean's 
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ueftion was ha HEE , and ſtill retains its firſt 
orce, for I would fain ſee this Author ſhow us any man 
of ſenſe, who would believe ſuch abſurd DoQrines, as the 
Socinians _—_— the Trinity in Unity to be, merely upon 
Church- Authority. 

What farther Authority beyond that of the Church inter- 
poſed in the Council of Nice, be has no mind to ſpeak: But 
I think what he does ſpeak, does plainly enough inſi. 
nuate, that it was not Reaſon nor Scripture, but Human 
Force, which carried it , and determined the Point in 
that Council; and would any man who did not intend 
to expoſe both the Vicene Faith and Council too, inſi- 
nuate this? Let the Dean then be as charitable as he 
will in his Opinion, I am hard to believe that this was 
writ with any other deſign than to expoſe the Doftrine 
of the Trinity, and the Church of Exgland, as well as 
the Council of Nice, which no doubt is much behold 
ing tohim, becauſe he would not ſpeak.all he knew of 
it, but leave every one to ſuſpeA the worſt. And after 
the ſame manner I find he is willing to oblige the Dean ; 
for he will alſo paſs by here, as ſmall faults, ſome Blunders 
of My. Dean's ;, but not without naming them, for fear 
the Reader ſhould be ſo dull as not to apprehend them 
without notice. One of them, or rather All, is, That he 
makes St. Athanaſius , St. Hilary, and St. Bafil ( tho I 
cannot find either H7/ary or Athanaſius named by the 
Dean in that huddle of Fathers) to write largely againſt 
thoſe Herefies which former Councils had condemned ; where- 
as they all three died when there had but yet one Council ſat. 
This Blunder may, I hope, paſs indeed bur for a /mal 
Fault, or rather, asT take it, for none at all : For as to 
Hilary, he is not mentioned by the Dean ; and then for 
Athanafins, the Dean a line or two before that huddle of 


_ Fathers that ſticks in our Author's throat, ſays of him, 


that 
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that he.mrate: ag ainfh the Arigge after thexwere condengned 
by the Council of Nice, which I hope is. no 8/wnder. And 
then if St. Beſ/ did dye after ove Conncil only had ſat, 
did not the reſt there named live and write after more 
Councils than one had fat? And therefore if ſome here 
named writ afrer one Council, and others after ewo or 
more, what Blunder is it to fay in general, They writ 
againſt Hereſies which former Councils had condemned? Is 
not. this agreeable to the common form of ſpeech? And 
yet it. may be they might write againſt ſome things con- 
demned by more Councils than one, tho not General 
ones; But however, theſe Fathers, he ſays, are imperti- 
wnently cited againſt him. this I am ſure is impertinently 
ſaid; for 'tis evident enough, that what they are cited 
for, is dire&ly contrary to what he would perſuade us 
to, for they wrote againſt Hereſies condemned by former 
C:uncils, and that i is for which the Dean cites them 
andthe Antapologiſh, if I can tell what to make of his 
Arguments, has all this while been perſuading us not to 
write againſt the Antitrinitarians, becauſe they were 


condemned by ' former Councils: Now on which ſide 


the Impertinency lies, let. any other St ander-by judge. And 
thus much, and: more than enough, as to his. adbeſion to 
the Authority of theſe Councils ; which I can;make. no- 
thing elle of. but that he would have nothing added to 
the Determinations of: theſe Councils. But all this while 
how does, this prove, That Authority chiefly carried the 
Point, or. that we may not write in defence of what 
theſe Councils have determined ? 

And now our Author after all this tedious Harangue 
ſhould come ta vindicate his Reaſons from. thoſe Excepti- 
ons.which-the 4pologiſt has made againſt them ;. burchat 
isa Task- which does not. agree ſo well with him: He 


He has not, I-ſuppoie, Levin and Books enough. ahoat 
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him, being ſo many miles from his Study; and his Adver-: 
ſaria for the proper Month, it may be, are not at hand; 
and therefore let his Reaſons ſhift for themſelves as well 
as they can theſe hard times. 

As to his RefleQtionson the Dean ( to whom he now 
wholly applies what he had formerly ſaid in general, 
againſt all who write in Defence of the True Faith, and 
for whoſe ſake alone I believe indeeed he wrote ) for 
Contradifting and not being conſiſtent with himſelf, while 
he ſays he has made that Point plain and caſy, which he con- 
feſſes difficult and. incomprehenſible; they need- no very 
long Anſwer, for the Dean-does nor pretend to have 
made the DoQrine of the Trinity ſo eaſy and plain, as 
that there is now nothing in the Nature of God incom- 
prehenſible : Nor doth he ſay, "That ſo much of the My 
ftery as he has made plain, is incomprehenſible. © Tt is then 
no Contradition to make it plain,that there are, andhow 
alſo there may be without any Contradittion to the 'Na- 
ture of an Infinite and Eternal Spirit, Three Perſons and 
but one God and yet to confeſs that the Nature of God 
is Incomprehenſible. | 

But now this Controverſy is like to be at an end ; for 
ſays our Author, Now I may ſet my heart at reſf as to this 
Controverſy, if Mr. Dean will ſt:nd to the profeſſion he has 
made, That all thit any man ( therefore that he ) pretends 
to in Vindicating the Dottrine of the Trinity, u« to prove 
that this Faith is taught in Scripture. This, our Author 
adds, is that which he would be at. Anil yet I fear the 
Dean and he would not be ar the ſame thing : The Dean 
would have it, and has proved it, That the DoQtrine of 
Three Perſons and One God, is contained in Scripture. 
Now if I can gueſs at the meaning of the Srander- 
ty, this very Attempt put him into a Melancholy 


Fit, and therefore he deſires no man would _— 
wit 
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with this Controverſy. This was the deſign of 
his Book , to perſuade us not ro, meadle with | this 
Controverſy, butto leave every man to take the. words 
of Scripture in what ſenſe he pleaſes ; and this I take to 
be different from the Dean's deliga of proving this Co- 
crine tobe contain'din Scripture ; and ſo the Dean's own 
Profeſſion, tho he ſtand to it, will not bring the buſineſs 
ſo near a Compromiſe. For I doubt, that if we ſhould 
grant our Author what he ſays, That 7hree ſuch Perſons 
as the De-n has defined, are not aſſerted in Scripture, yet he 
would not beſo kind ta the Church of Exglani, as to 
grant, that Three Real, Perſons are there aſſerted, which 
we know. the Socinians deny, and put ſtrained and unnatu- 
ral ſenſes on Scripture to reconcile it to their Principles of 
Reaſon; and did ſolong before the Dean gave any Deft- 
nition of a Perſon, or ſaid one word in the Controverſy. 
- - But afterall, he has not fairly repreſented the Dean's 
words, but has ſtopped where he thought ;fit ; as if the 
Dean had only faid, T hat all any man pretended to, was to 
prove that this Faith # taught in Scripture, whereas he 
went farther, and added, ard that it cont ains no ſuch Ab- 
ſurdities and Contraditions, as ſhould force a wiſe man t1 
rejed# it, &c This, [ doubt, the Stander-by does not love 
to hear of, That there is no Abſurdity, no Contradiction 
in the DoQtrine of the Trinity. 

In the next Page he proceeds to account for his laſt reaſon 
he affien'd for the preſent Unreaſonableneſs of ſome mens 
agitating this Controverſy : He ſhould have cleared his 
Accounts as he went along, and faid ſomething more to 
rhe purpoſe in juſtification of his other Reaſons, before 
he came to the laſt ; but it may be he has. a good excule, 
and therefore we will be contented to attend his motions. 
Here then he tells us, That the Dean calumniates him, 


when he affirmeth this to be the Sum of his Aga, 
That 
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That to vindicate the Dottrine of | the Trinity againſt Soci- 
nians, will make men Atheiſts, Now I deſire any man 
to look upon his words, and ſee if it be not fo, for he 
addrefles his Suit ro AN who write in Vindication of the 
7 rinity, tg forbear writing ; and ta this purpolc he tells 
them 'tis «reaſonable to controvert this Point ; and the 
Reaſon he brings to prove his Aﬀertion, is, That hereby 
our Church at preſent is, and the common Chriſtianity ( it 
may be feared) will be more and more daily expoſed to 
Atheiſtical men; by what, I pray ? by Vindicating the 
Dot#trine of the | rini'y. This is the plain ſenſe of his 
words, tho now he is aſham'd of it,:and: would have 
us believe the Sum of aJl was only-this,, Such indications 
4s that writ by Dry. Sherlock, he ſhould have added, or by 
any other Learned Writers of Controverſy.at preſent, 
at leaſt Dr. Wallis, tend rather to make men Atheiſts, than 
to.coxvert SoXcinians. If this be all he meant, it were 
to be wiſh'd he would learn to ſpeak plainer. Why did 
he not plainly ſay, he was not againſt mens writing in 
Vindication of the DoQrine of the Trinity, but that he 
only diſliked Dy Sherlock's Vindication ? But whatever 
the Dofor's Vindication will do, Iam ſure our 4»tapolo- 
gifts Politick Method for men to agree in the bare ſound 
ot words, and no body to know what they mean by 
them, or to take them in oppoſite and contradictory 
Senſes, would expoſe us and- our Faith to the juſt Scorn 
of Atheiſts and-Scepticks, who by the ſame Art might 
ſubſcribe all the Articles of the Chriſtian Creed, and yet 
believe never a word of the Goſpel. 

In the next Se&tion he comes to the Secret, which the 
Dean told him, That Atheiſts and Deiſts, Men who are 
for no Religion,” are of late very Zealous Socinians ; and 
which the Dean urges as a good reaſon why we ſhould 
at preſent be Zcalous againſt Sucinaniſm, and ſo un- 

x doubtedly 
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doubtedly it-is, end a far better than any he has urged 
ro the contrary. Por the truth of the matter of Fatt, 
"tis notoriouſly known, and necds no proof, To invali- 
date this Argument, I can't fiad that he has (aid one 
word ; but inſtead of this, (according to his uſual way 
of Digreſſions) he puts off the Reader with an Account 
of his Friendſhip and Acquaintance, which he holds 
with no Atheiſts nor Deiſts, but only with ſome Virru- 
ous Rationalifts; and that his Virtuous Rationalifts do 
not ridicule this Faith, This Virtuous Rationaliſt, is a 
new Name, and I'am afraid (ignities, cither a Des, 
or a Sacinian, for other Men are not aſhamed of their 
known CharaCters, and if they do nor ridicule the Do- 
Qrine of the Trinity,no thanks to their good Nature, nor 
to their good Manners; they do their beſt,as he has done, 
to ridicule it; but it isa DoQtrine that won't beridicul'd. 
Thus much for the unreaſonableneſs of this Contro- 
verſy about the Holy Trinity. la the next place he 
objeAs the Danger of it; and his Argument for that , 
is, That it is a Fundamental of our Religion : Now 
to litigate concerning a Fundamental , is to turn it into 4 
Controverſy; that is, to unſettle, at leaſt endanger the un- 
ſetling the whole Superſtrutfure. Now, in Anſwer to 
this, the. Dean had proved, That there was very great 
reaſon to diſpute and ſettle Fundamentals, when Here- 
ticks endeavour to unſettle them ; and ask'd this Au- 
thor, Whether the Being of a God were not a Funda- 
mental? And whether that were a good reaſon not to 
diſpute for the Being of a God, becauſe Atheiſts deni- 
ed it? This made him aſhamed to own his Argument, 
and therefore he charges the Dean with miſrepreſentin 
it. His pretended Miſrepreſentation is, that he di 
not ſay, That the DoAQrine of the Trinity was a Fug- 
dameatal in general, but only, if duly flated, n— 
ore 
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fore not a Fundamental, as unduly ſtated by the Dean. 
This is fo trifling: an Evaſion, that it is hardly worth 
the while to expoſe it. Was the diſpute, whether the 
Dean ſhould write in defence of the DoCtrine of the 
1rinity, or whether the DoQrine of the Trinity ſhould 
be defended ? Was his Argument urged to prove, that 
it was daxgerons for the Dean, whom he never named 
before, to defend the DoCtrine of the Trinity by his 
miſtaken Notion of it, or that it was das 'erows to diſpute 

| a Fundamental? 1o ſhow the fol'y of this pretence, let 
us put his Argument into Mode and Figure, wherein his 
Fundamental Lottrine of the ,Trinity, as duly ſtated, 
can be only the minor Propoſition, 


'Tis dangerous to litigate touching a Fundamental, 
or to turn a Fundamental into a Controverſy. 
But the Dottrine of the Trinity, as duly (tated, is 

a Fundamental: . 
Ergo, *'Tis dangerous to litigate touching the 2o- 
ctrine of the Trinity, as duly ſtated. 


Now if he will not allow the Major Propolition, his 
Argument is nothing; and if he will, then the Force 
of his Argument conſiſts 1n the danger of diſputing Fun- 
damentals, and ic ſeems the Dean placed the Force of 
his Argument right ; and if that Argument be good, it 
is as good agaialt diſputing for the Being of a God againſt 'þ. 
Atheiits ; tor the Being of a God is as Fundamental as 
tie DoCtrine of the Trinity. So that this limitation of 
auly ſtated, does not at all concern this Argument of 
diſputing about the Trinity ; but the Argument only 
| proves, that we muſt not diſpute about the DofQtrine of 
| the Trinity, as duly ſtated, becaule it is a Fundamental, 

{ and 1 ſuppole, whenever we talk of defending the Tri- 
| | nity, We mean it «s duly ſtated. But 


OY Writing agam/r the SOCINIANs, © 


\\ But tho'the Srander-by would not allow any man to 
defend! Fundement als, yet our worthy Primate beifig not 
under his Juriſdition, has ventured to'do it. This was 
then News to him, and welcome Tidings too, if we may 
believehim; and he pretends alſo to pay great Deference 
to his Authority, tho one would hardly gueſs fo by the 
Laſh he gives him for Licenſing by his Chaplain the 
Dean's Apology. But what has he to anſwer this Au- 
thority ? Why, he hopes in that Piece to find ( asT hope 
t00 by this time he has) plain and perſpicuous Scripture- 
Notions, clear Reaſon, and genuine Antiquity. Wall this 
juſtify the writing of that Piece? If fo, then 'ris not »n- 
reaſonable, nor wnſeaſonable, nor dangerous, to write in 
detence of Fundamentals, and even of the Dottrine of 
the Trinity ; but farther, he was capacitated by his Publick 
Station, &c. Very well: And if that will juſtify him, 
why will not his-approving the Apology, juſtify the Dean 
at leaſt in writing that Book ?' And why may not his Viz- 
dicacion be as well juſtified by the Approbation of ano- 
ther, who was alſo capacitated by his Publick Station, ei- 
ther to write, or to Licenſe other men to write on this 
Subject ? LT es. 

His laſt Argument is the V»/eaſonableneſs of this Con- 
troverſy ; he ſays, All Controverſies among Proteſtants 
are now unſeaſonable; the Nean adds ſomewhat more, 
that they are always ſo; for there is no Juntture ſeaſonable 
tobroach Hereſies and oppoſe the Truth. Tothis heanſwers, 
Thar there may be C — among Proteſtants, with- 
out Hereſy ; but it is not eaſy to conceive any Contro- 


verſy, but that one ſide or other muſt oppole the Truth ; 
and this I believe the Dean thinks always V»ſeaſonable ; 
but the preſent Diſpute was about Fundamental Articles, 
and therefore heihad very good reaſon to mention only 


the Unſesſonableneſs of — Hereſier. And he ſeems 


to 
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to me to urge a very good Argument why no JunQure 
can be unſeaſonable to JefenT the Truch when 'tis op- 
pos'd ; For if Hereticks will diſpute ein the Truth un- 
ſeaſonably, there is no time unſeaſonable 19 defend Funda- 
mental Truths. But can any thing be more pleaſant 
than his Proof of the Seaſonableneſs of ſome Controver- 
fies, he might have ſaid-of all, even of Socinianiſm it 
ſelf, in all JunQures, from the Unjverſity-Exerciſes in 
the Divinity-Schools, where men who are all of a mind 
diſpute with one another, not ta oppoſe the Truth, but 
to leara how to defend it againſt the common Enemy 
when occaſion ſerves? He might as well have proved 
that Civil Warsare not always unſeaſonable, becauſe is 
never unſeaſonable for Fellow-Citizens to learn the uſe 
of their Arms in a Martial Scene, without Blaodſhed. 

But his Argumeat why it is ſo unſeaſonable in this 
JunQture, is this, Becauſe, under God, nothing but an 
Union of Counſels, and joining of hands end hearts can 
preſerve the Reformation, and ſcarce any thing more credit 
and juſtify it, than an Unionin Doftrinals : Here he com- 
plains, that the Dean left out ſomewhat at the latter 
end, and therefore I will add it, and it is this, /o above 
all other Controverſies nane can be well thought of morſe 
timed than this ; letthe Reader judge whether this injus 
red the Force of his Argumeat, etpecially ſince it was - 
afterwards particularly conſidered. In anſwer to this, 
in the firſt place the Dean asks, Is the Vnion in Doitrinals 
ever the greater, that Socinians boldly and publicly affront 
the Faith of the Church, and no body appears to defend it ? 
All that he anſwers. to this is, that he does not love Af- 
fronts, eſpecially to the Faith of the Church, and don't 
know that the Sociniens affront it, and is ſorry for it if 
they do.; it may be he will not allow writing againſt the 
Faith, and eadeayouring to ridicule it, to be an Aﬀwer, 
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which he knew very well the Socinizns did, if he knew 
that ever the Dean writ againſt the Socinians, which was 


in Anſwer to as Prophane and as Scurrilous a Libel as 
ever was Writ ; But whether he will allow this to be af- 
fronting of the Faith or no, I ſuppoſe he will allow that 
itis oppoſing it ; which argues nc great Union in Do- 
Frinals, tho no body ſhould defend it, unleſs, as the Dean 
adds, the world ſhould think we are all of a mind, becauſe 
there is diſputing only on one ſide, and then they will think 
us all Socinians, as ſome Foreigners begin already to ſuſpett ; 
which will be a very ſcandalous Union, and divide us from 
all other Reform d Churches. His Anſwer tothis, (and 
a very Politick and Grave one it is) as faras I can gueſs, 
amounts to this, That if we live good lives, and let our 
Adverſaries alone, the world will credit our Praice, 
Articl:s, Homilies, &c. and therefore think us no Soci- 
nians. Now if ſubſcribing the Articles be no more than 
he makes it to be, they cannot conclude usto be no S9- 
cinians from our Articles, becauſe a man may ſubſcribe 
them, and yet believenever a word of them ; in which 
caſe the only way to ſhow that we do believe them, is 
to defend and vindicate them, and. then I believe the 
world will think us no S9ci»ians; but otherwiſe, I fear, 
they will, as the Dean ſays, think «s all Socinians, which 
will be s very ſcandalous Union indeed. 

As to what he ſays of Pamphlets djing away, 4 they 
were not oppoſed : Tam not inall caſes of his mind, and 
ſee no preſent proſpe& of it, eſpecially in this Contro- 
verſy, which ſo much gratifies Atheiſts and Infidels : 
But if theſe Hereſies would in time dye away of them- 
ſelves, which yet-I much queſtion, as not finding that 
falſe Opinions always loſe ground by not being oppoſed, 
what muſt be done 1a the mean time? muſt we all paſs 
contemtedly for Spciniexs in the eye of the world, and be 
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afraid to ſay weare none? I believe all men would not 
think this much for the Glory of the Reformation, nor 
would the Cauſe of Religion be much beholding to: 
us for it. | 

But his great Argument to prove this JunEure unſea- 
ſonable to defend the DoAttine of the Trinity is, That 
it makes ſport for Papiſts, To which the Dean anſwers, 
It muſt be diſputing againſt the Trinity then, not diſtuting 
for it, for they are very Orthodox in this Point, and ne- 
ver admitted any man to heir Communion , who diſowned 
this faith, or declared that he thou: ht it at any time unrea- 
ſonable, dangerous, or unſeaſonabl: to diſpute for it, whew it 
was Violently oppoſed. This he thiaks fit to return no 
anſwer to, but only to deny that the Dean took any no- 
tice of it, but ſays it was too warm for him, ard that he let 
it ſlip throngh his fingers. | | 

The Dean obſerved farther, that if this Argument to 
prove the unſeafonableneſs of thisControverſy in the Do- 
Arine of the Holy Trinity in this junEture, from the ne- 
ceſſiry of Union of Counfels and joining of hands and 


| hearts for the Preſervation of the Reformation, have 


any Force,it muſt ſiginify, that we ſhal) zever join againſt 
4a common enemy, whoſe Succeſſes n ould endanger the Refor- 
mation, while there are ary Religions Diſputes among us ; 
which is a confeſſion that every Schiſm in the Church -is 4 
new Party and Faftion in the State, which are always tron- 
bleſome to Government when it wants their help. He 
ſeems ſurpriz'd at this, as not aware of this Conſequence, 
the truth of which he has not Confidence enough to de- 
ny, nor Reaſon enough to anſwer, but only fences a 
little for his beloved Socinians, as a very {mall inconſide- 
rable Party, and'ſo quiet and peaceable in their Princi- 
ples, that there is-no danger of their difturbing Govern- 
ment: Now if all this be true, it only proves the Im- 
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pertinency of his '4rgumeat ; for thea we may ſtill write 
againlt the Sociniens, and yet unite Counſels, and join 
hands and hearts to preſerve the Reformation ; of which 
the Socinians, as the Dean before urged, and he thought 
fit totake no notice of, are no part. | 
And now paſſing by ſome poor trifling reflettions, we mult 
come to his mind in 4 Sw of more weight ; but pray, 
What are theſe rrifling Reflefions, which he is ſo good 
natured as to paſs by? They are only ſome RefleQtions 
on his Anſwer to an ObjeQion ſtarted by himſelf in cheſe 
Words, ſball we tamely by a baſe ſilence give up the Point ? 
Of which he tells us there is no danger, for a wiſe Rea- 
{on, viz. That the Eſtabliſhed Church is in poſſeſſion of it, 
and the Aiverſaries of the received Doitrine cannot alter our 
Articles of Religion. Now this Anſwer is apparently 
weak, and the inſufficiency of it is ſhown by the Dean 
ina few words, as indeed a few are enow todo it; and 
I ſuſpeC he paſſes by theſe Refletions upon a very rea- 
ſonable account, becauſe he could not anſwer them. I 


| ſhall not therefore trouble my Reader with the Repeti- 


tion of them, nor ask our Author any Queſtion for fear 
he ſhould ſay, 1 fall on Catechiſing him, which poſlibly: 
will not agree with a man of a zegative Belief. But it 
may be the Reader will not be angry, if I ask him a 
Queſtion or two; Whether becauſe our Articles oblige. 
us to profeſs our Faith in the Holy Trinity, this be a good 
reaſoa why we ſhould not defend it ? And if the Soci- 
nians, as he tells us, have a Zeal too, no leſs ardent than 
that of Church men; Whether this-be a reaſon why we 
ſhould by & baſe filence ſuffer them to ſpread their Poyſon 
without contradicting them? If our Author were to An- 
{wer this queſtion, 1 ſuppoſe he would in his Melancholy 
fit, ſay, yes by all means; for if no body Diſputes with, 
them, they will leave off Diſputing ;, But will they leave 
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off Perverting the People ? Will they leave off making 
Proſelytes to their Heretical Opintons? Nor do I be- 
lieve after all, that the charms of our Author's Melan- 
choly Suit and Peaceable Rhetorick, would be able to 
filence them, though no body ſhould Write againſt 
them : For why then did they unprovoked make the 
firſt Onſet; and, as ſoon as they thought the times 
would bear it, openly Diſperſe their envenomed Libels, 
which I don't queſtion but they would have done ſooner, 
if they had thought it ſafe : If our Author had told us, 
they had no ardent Zyai, his argument would have been 
much more to-the purpoſe ; for then indeed there would 
have been morereaſon to neglett them, ſince there would 
have been leſs reaſon tofear the ſpreading ofthe infeQion. 

Well, but whether they will leave off Diſputing or 
no, 'tis fit we ſhould, and zeglei# them till a fit time and 
place, which-is the weighty paſſage that the Dean will not 
underſtand; but however, whether he will #»derſtand or 
no, we muſt wait for this fit time and place betore we 
open our Mouths in Defence of the Truth. I wonder 
our Author would not ſtay for them before he writ 
againſt the Deans groſs pack of Errors, as he is pleaſed 
to ſtile them ; for certainly, according to his own rule, 
he ought to have remained a Srander-by ('as Melancholy 
as he pleaſes) till what he himſelf calls a fit time and 
place werecome. For it ſtems, tho the Dean thought 
the preſent 4 fit time, not upon thoſe Reaſons which he 
himſelf gives, and which our Author has not Con- 
futed, but as our Author, who, I ſuppoſe , by this 
time: has got the gift of diſcerning Spirits, ſaith , be- 
cauſe he had leiſure anil « mind to grve the world ſome new 


ſpecimen of his skill in Diſpute, and for other reaſons that 


the world talk of ; yet all theſe Reaſons are not able to con- 
vince him,but that the ftreſt time and place is afull Houſe 
of 
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of Convocation : And if we grant this, may not the 
preſent alſo be a fit time, till the other can be compaſs'd, 
tho not the fitteſt ? awd the fitteſt perſons a Committee cho» 
ſen by that great and reverend Aſſembly? Here I 
had a great mind to be at the old way of Queſtions ; but 
ſince he is ſo afraid of being catechis'd, I muſt, to humour 
him, put the cafe Categoricelly; and, beſides referring 
him to what the Dean has already ſaid, tell him what 


exceptions I have againſt his Propoſals, which I look - 


upon as neither reaſonable nor pratticable ; for certainl 
there is no great reaſon why thoſe DoQrines, whi 
have been ſo long ſince defined by a Convocation, ſhould 
never be defended againſt the affaults of ſcornful Cavil- 
lers and Oppolers, till a Convocation can meet and order 
an Anſwer to their ſcandalous Pamphlets, and then over- 
look it again. before it goes to the Preſs. And I think 
the Authority lodged in the Archbiſhop and Biſhop of 
London to Licenſe Books, may be ſufficient to juſtify any 
man, whom they appprove, in Writing in Defence of 
the Eſtabliſhed Doctrine, without waiting for a New 
Convocation; Or elſe what was that Authority lodged 
there for? I hope, not to licenſe Books againſt the Do- 
Qrine of the Church, nor yet merely to licenſe ſuch as 
do not at all meddle with the DoQtrines of our Religion. 
And if this Authority be fufficient, we know the Dean 
was thus far Authorized to Write in Defence of the Do- 
Arine of the Trinicy. 

It ſeems very hard, that we may not Vindicate the 
Fundamentals of our Religion from Abſurdities, Contra- 
dictions, and Falſhoods imputed to them, till a Convo- 
cation can be called todoit : Which in my apprehenſion 
is got calily praQticable, unleſs we could have a Convo- 
cation always ſitting, which he cangot think cither fea- 
fible or convenient according to-our Conſtitution : And 
yeL 
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yet if they are not always ſitting, it will be very difficule 
and troubleſome immediately to call them to Confute 
every Heretical DoQrine that in times of Liberty nay 
be broach'd by Bold and Daring men. When it may be 
fit-tro do thus, I leave thoſe, to whom it belongs, to 
judge ; but I am ſure 'tis neither reaſonable nor prattica- 
ble every time Hereticks oppoſe the Truth. 

Now by this method he lays, All Sons of the Church + 
would and muſt be concluded. And are they not already 
concluded by the Articles, Liturgy, Homilies, e&rc. which 
he ſays our Adverſaries cannot alter ? 1 ſuppoſe he would 
not have us obliged to Subſcribe every Line and Tittle in 
{uch a Book reviſed and approved by a Convocation, as a 
tundamental of Chriſtianity, but only the” Doftrines 
there defined as Fundamental. And thus I think in the 
preſent Point, A Sans of the Charch are_ already conclu- 
ded by Subſcribing the Articles and Creeds; and if this 
would do it, as our Author imagines, there would: al- 
ready be a due end put to theſe Controverſies. But accord- 
ing to his Peaceable Notion of Subſcription, by his pro- 
poled method, All Sons of the Church would not be 
concluded any farther then to hold their Tongues, for 
they might ſtill believe, and 1awardly approve the Socz- 
»ian Dofrines, or any other; which thou he may 
think 2due exd of theſe Controverſies, yet few others will. 

But after all, How would this put an Exd to theſe Con- 
troverſies ? If a Convocation ſhould meet and determine 
on the ſide of our Articles, and Write a Book to juſtifie 
the truth, will this put an» End to theſe Controverſies ? 
Will the Socinians be generally Converted any more than 
they are by Learned mens Writings now ? I doubt they 
would hardly acquieſce in ſuch a Book, .though drawn 
up by our Author, who though he would be favourable 
enough torhem, yet I hardly believe would be able to /a- 


tisfy 
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tisfy them. Which he thinks will ot be, till we can make 
things plain which are confeſſedly unſearchable, if not, as 
ſome pretend, unintelligible. The plain Exgliſh of which 
I take to be, That it is impoflible to prove the DoQtrine 
of the Trinity ſo as to ſatisfy even rational and ſober 
men: And then I cannot apprehend how his Merhod 
would put an Fnd to theſe Controverſies any other ways, 
than by a Negative Belief, though I very much que- 
ſtion whether even upon ſuch terms he could perſuade 
the Socinians to be ſilent. But ill he cannot ſee any rea- 
dier Expedient than this towards ſuch an Union, as inthe 
preſent ſtate of things may be adjudged poſſible. Indeed 1 
cannot tell whether a real Chriſtian Union i» the preſent 
ſtate of things, will be adjudg'd prſſible, or no; nor whe- 
ther ſuch an Vnzion as our Author pleads for, be nece(- 
fary for our Aﬀairs; and would be etfeQtual to keep our 
Popery, and beat the King of 77azce ; but I hope both 
may be done without it: But if ſuch an Union as is in- 
deed deſirable, and ſuch as there ought to be ia the 
Church of Chriſt, be nor pof/ible,T know the fault is not in 
the Church, nor only in her profeſſed Enemies who will 
not comply, bur ia ſuch preteaded Friends as under the 
colour of Peace do openly affront and condema the Faith 
of the Church, and vilify her Conſtitutions, thereby 
hardening and encouraging her Adverſaries in their 
Obſtinacy, and giving them hopes, that by their means 
they ſhall at length obtain the Terms they deſire. 

But of this Negative Belief enough has been ſaid ; 
only I cannot but take notice of one thing here deſired 
by our Author, That wo Fra7ice be impoſed upon any, cou- 
trary to their Conſciences. The meaning of which I 
take to be, as is plain from ſeveral other places of his 
Book, and particularly from p. 10.0f the Earn. Suit ; 


That no Expreſſions ſhould by allowed in the Liturgy, 
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which any one profeſles are againſt his Conſcience ; nor 
any Rite or Ceremony required, which all men are nor 
ſatisfied in ; and ſo we muſt part with Epiſcopacy,. and 
all Order and Decency, to fatisfy mens pretences to Con- 
ſcience. This is a brave Proteſtant Reconciler, and this 
is admirable arguing for a Church-of- Ezg/and-man, and 
one who has read Fathers and Schoolmen. This is ſuch 
a looſe and wild Principle, as if duly adhered to, we 
muſt tolerate molt, if not all Errors, Schiſms, and Viices, 
that were ever heard of in the world. 

The next thing we aretoanſwer is a Captions Que- 
ftion, with which he pretends to anſwer the Dean, who 
as he imagines had put ſuch an one tohim. The Dean 
had gsk'd him, Whether he would allow us, who as he grants, 
are 1# poſſeſſion of this Faith of the Trinity and Incarna- 
tion, 40 keep poſſeſſion of it, and teach, explain, and confirm 
it to onr people ? Now becauſe he is reſolved to be as 
captions as the Dean, he asks him, Whether he never 
ſaw certain Royal Injunttions aſſigning fit Subjetts for Ser- 
,m0ns ? No doubt but he has : What then? Why then, 
Mnſt they not be obeyed? Yes. But what of all this? 
To diſcourſe concerning the Dottrine of the Trinity, is 
not there prohibited. But is there not the ſame reaſon 
of it, as of thoſe things that are? I believe not : For as 

take it, the Trinity and Incarnation are more Funda- 
mental Points than the Diſputes about Predeſtination,and 
more neceffary to be believed by Chriſtian People. Be- 
ſides, rhe Controverſy then was not only with ſuch as 
wholly denied the Article, but among thoſe who dif- 
fered in the ſenſe of the Article, while there was ſome- 


. thing contained plainly in the Article, to which both 


ſides agreed, tho ſome would have more incladed in it, 
than others could find, or would allow to be there aſſert- 
ed. Which Controverſy Authority ſaw fit to _ at 

| at 
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that time, ſince both ſides owned the Truth of the Ar- 
ticle, which aſſerted a Divine Predeſtination ; and would 
not let every one in their Pulpits run into nice, uſeleſs, 
and hurtful queſtions ; nor do we defire this ſhould be 
allowed in the Doctrine of the Trinity. And when he 
has Intereit enough at Court to procure a Royal Injuntiti- 
on, that no man ſhall write or ſpeak concerning the Tri- 
nity, we know what we have to do ; but till then, his 
Royal Tnjunfions are no more to the purpoſe than his 
own Arguments. But however, he will not ſtand with 
us for this Point, for wotwith/tanding this, he yields that 
Miniſters ſhould at due ſeaſon preach to their people the Do- 
&rines of the Trinity and Incarnation; only let them do it 
plainly, eaſily, purely, and ſincerely, according to Scripture, 
and not with Innovations of their own. this, if he be 
ſincere and plain in whar he ſays, is all we deſire; and 
if he will promiſe never to revoke this Grant, we will 
be ſatisfied. | 
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In the next place he is for admitting known Socinians P53: 


into the Communion of the Church. The Dean had 
faid, He hoped he ( the Stander-by ) did not propoſe this 
Negative Belief, as he calls it, as 8 Term of Communion ; 
that though we know them to deny the Trinity and Incarna- 
tion, yet if they will agree not publickly 10 oppoſe and con- 
traditt this Faith, we ſhall receive them to our Communi- 
on, Thus far our Author cites ; but the Dean had ſaid 
alſo, and flinz the Worſbip of the Holy Trinity, and of a 
God Incarnate, out of our Liturgies for their ſake. This 
he very roundly anſwers, and utterly confutes, with a 
ſhort Why not ? This is indeed a ſhort Queſtion, and 
needs no long. Anſwer ;. for in the next Page, if he would 
but look on it, the Dean has given him a ſufficient Rea- 
ſon, Why not? But he thinks to evade all by putting an 
impertinent Caſe, too long " be recited here, _ = 
2 ee 
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deed not worth it: For it doth by no means reach the 
Point, which is Whether the Governors of the Church 
ought to make the-Terms of Communion fo large, as 
that known profeſſed Socinians and Arians may fully 
communicate with us as compleat and Orthodox Mem- 
bers of the Church; and not, as our Author gravely 
puts it, Whether every Preacher ſhould ſtop when he ſees a 
Socinian come into the Church. Beſides, he ſuppoſes his 
Socinian to be a known good liver, and profeſſing the com- 
mon Chriſtianity; but it may be we may not agree with 
him; and ſuppoſe I ſhould not be ſo happy as to think 
ſo well of his Socznian Friend as he doth, will he then 
give me leave to turn him out of the Church ? But 
what is all this to the Publick Conſtitutions of a Church, 
and the Laws of Communion? Muſt they be made fo 
looſe as to admit all ſorts of Hereticks, becauſe an He- 
retick of any ſort may ſometimes appear at leaſt to be a 
good liver, and profeſs to believe the Common Chriſtiani 
ty, &c. as there have been ſuch Profeſſors of other He- 
reſies, and may be of any as well as of this? If our 
Author anſwers this too with a Why not? I defice he 
will ſubjoin a Reaſon for what he ſays, and then he may 
deſerve a Reply. 

And now our great Champion of wrong'd Inno- 
cence, out of his extraordinary Generolity, and love of 
Peace and Truth, cannot forbear obſerving, that the Dean 
wrongs the poor innocent Socenians, and imputes ſundry 
Point very iniquitouſly ſlated, to them, which yet they hold 
not as he ſtates them And firſt hetells us, If he (the 
Dean ) as ſome in the world, had had Perſonal Dealing 
with the generality of his Pariſhioners as to matters of Con- 
ſcience, he would ſay, That the Ignorance of miny Church- 
people, and ſo the Errors of their Conceptions touching God 
end the Three Perſons in the Gothead, much more alter 


( 4s 


for Writing againſt the Socinians. 
( a5 to them) the Objett of the Chriſtian Worſbip. 

The Dean, I believe, tho not ſo unacquainted with 
his Pariſhioners, while he had a Pariſh, yet never met 
. with ſuch Ignorance as this; and yet no man doubts 
bþur there are ſome perſons very ignorant, who have no 
diſtinct Crna of God the Father, Son, and 
Holy Gholt, but yet have no Heretical Opinions about 
chem ; and 3 wonder this Stander-by, who is ſo fond of 
a Negative Belief, ſhould not ſee a difference between a 
Negative Orthodoxy , and profeſſed poſitive Hereſy. 
By the ſame Argument he might as well prove, that all 
other Hereticks ought to be received into the Communi- 
on of the Chriſtian Church, becauſe there are a great 
many Chriſtians that are extremely ignorant in all other 
Points of Faith. But tho a general, confuſed, indi- 
ſtint Knowledge, with a ſober and pious Converſation, 
may qualify men for Chriſtian Communion, yet profeſt 
Hereticks ought to be flung out of the Church. The 
firſt are the Churches Care to inſtru them better, as 
Opportunity and their Capacities will admit ; the 
others are her profeſt Enemies, .and mult be removed 
from the Church, to preſerve the ſound parts from in- 
fetion; and I cant imagine what Notion a man can 
have of Church-Communion, without Unity of Faith ; 
tho the ſame Communion may admit of very different 
degrees of Knowledge. | 

It would be too tedious, and not very pertinent here,, 
to run thorough theſe things ; but I am ſure, for all his 
haſte,theDean has not in this place imputed any thing to 
the Socinians,but what they avowedly and in Print main- 
tain ; for it is evident that the Socinians do deny the Me- 
ritorious $1crifice, and the Meritorious Interceſſion of our 
Saviour ; that they doalſo deny that the Eternal Son of 


God Offered himſelf; that God demonſtrated his Love to 
us. 


'y 
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us by ſending his own Sox in a proper ſenſe, as oppoſed 
roa mere Man, or Created Spirit ; and conſequently, 
chey do deny the Humility and Condeſcenſion of the Eter- 
wal Son of God, in becoming Man, &c. and therefore 
theſe things are not z#iquitouſly imputed to the Socinians, 
which yet are the very things which the Deaz's Diſcourſe 
imputes to them; and therefore he has no reaſon to add, 
That ſome men Write againſt them without underſtanding 
them; but I am afraid 'tis too true, That ſome men A pc- 
logize for them without underſtanding them. 

As to the Socinians altering the Obje&t of Religious 
Worſhip, I refer the Reader to that Diſcourſe of the 
Dean's, to which he himſelf has referr'd in his Apology, 
where he will find that point more largely handled, and 
fully and clearly Proved. | 

But now we come to a great Point, and which takes 
up a great many Pagesin our Author, about the Autho- 
rity of Parliaments, Biſhops, and Convocations; on which 
Head I have ſome good Reaſons not to be ſo large, and to 
defirethe Reader's excuſe, if I do not follow our Author 
in all he ſays on this Subject ; eſpecially, ſince our pro- 
per buſineſs doth not requireit, and therefore I do not 
care to ramble like him, unleſs I had the ſame advan- 
tage as he has, to be on the ſecurer ſide. 'Tis not ſafe to 
define what Parliaments can do without Convocation', 
or Eiſbops without Presbyters. But I am ſurethe Church 
has no cauſe tothank our Author, who would firit betray 


| her Faith, and then diminiſh her Authority, even in 


things purely Spiritual : Firlt, he gives up the Convoca- 
tion, for what reaſon is manifeſt, and for which the In- 
ferior Clergy are bound to thank him.:. And then he does 
the ſame in effeQt for the Biſhops, when he allows fo 
much to the Parliament, for they have not ſo much as a 
Negative Voice there, and Articles of Faith may a 
coine 
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coined even againſt the expreſs will of everyone of 
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them; and though he cannot believe the Body of the EarSuitp.11. 


Biſhops diſallowed, or did not with good liking conſent to 
the AG of Toleration; if he does not particularly know 
this ( which it is certain might have paſſed without any 
of their Conſents, and how many diſſented I never en- 
quired) his Opinion, Belief or Disbelief, muſt be 
owing only to his Inclination. And if we could ſup- 
poſe ( what God bethanked there is nodanger of ) the 
Majority of the Lords an4 Commons to have as little 
underſtanding of, and Zeal for the Catholick Faith as 
our Author has, we might have a Socinian Creed made 
without the Aſſent of one Ezg/i/b Biſhop, or at leaſt 
ſuch Articles of Communion framed, as would admit all 
manner of Hereticks into the Boſom of the Church, and 
allow all to be Orthodox Chriſtians, that believe bur as 
well of Chriſt as the Mahomertans do. And this our Au- 
thor, at leaſt as far as concerns thoſe Hereticks, for whom 
alone he is Advocate at preſent, hopes to ſee done ; for 
he hopes that Authority, namely King and Parliament, 
will in time relax what more is neceſſary for ſuch an Union as 
is poſſible to be patched up by a Latitude of Faith, and a 
Negative Belief. T hope they will not, and think there 
is reaſon to conclude from ſome late Proceedings, that 
they will not. 

But we muſt not paſs by his Refleftions on the Deap's 
wonted Civiiity, in Taxing him with pretending to give 
4n account of Atts of Parliament, as he doth of other Books, 
without ſeeing them. This is indeed very uncivil not to 
believe a man except he produces Witneſſes that heard or 
[aw him read the At; and ſince he thinks this a hardſhip, 
[ will not give him the trouble ; but Imuſt needs fay 
there was no reaſon for the Dean to.think otherwiſe be- 


fore ; for by the account which he gives of. this Act, no. 
man. 
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man that thought that he had either Senſe, or Sincerity, 


\ or Viodelty, could imagine that he had ever {cen it, but 


was impoſed upon by hear-ſay, or by a haſty concluſion, 
that becauſe it was an AQ of Indulgence to Diſſeaters, 
it muſt certainly Indulge the Innocent and true Prote- 
ſtant Socinians among the reft, This would have been 
his beſt excuſe, and much more allowable than ſtill to 
ſtand ro it, That other Diſſenters have benefit by that At 
who do not renounce Socirianiſm, contrary to the expreſs 
words of the At. But let us ſee how he makes it good, 
What then, do you think of at:cit connivance at their flay 
at home? I think there is no ſuch Connivance allowed by 
the AQ, nor can I believe it is the meaning of the 
words of the a&, or the delign of thoſe who made ir. 
And I am ſure this Melancholy Dream of a tacit Connt- 
wance, is a very ſcandalous repreſentation of the Piſhops 
and of the whole Par/iamert; for this is to tolerate 
Arheiſm, Veiſm, and Profanenels, and to give men free 
Liberty, not only to be of what Religion they will, but 
of none at all, if they like that better. But then, 
What do you think of a tacit Connivance quietly to come to 
our Congregations? This I think is no new favour, but 
what was always openly allowed to all who were not 
Excommunicate, and is very far from a 7 acit Approba- 
tion or i oleration of their Erroneous Opinions, to let 
them come thither where they cannot join with us, but 
they muſt be ſuppoſed to renounce theſe Errors ; for I 
am ſure there is no allowance in the AQt for them to join 
with us only ia ſuch parts of our Worſhip, as do not ex- 
prelly relate go the Holy Trinity, any more chan to hold 
ſeparate Aſſemblies of their own, without declaring 
tieir Faith in, the Holy Trinity. And then for his 
Veruit inquiri, 1. wonder where he will find it, there 
is. no ſuch thing ia: the AQ, and I believe. any 

Lawyer 
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Lawyer will fatisfy him, that what Law was in 
force againſt Socinieniſm before , is ſo ſtill, and the 
ſame Inguiftion may be made after them ; bur if 
any, whoſe buſineſs it is to diſcover ſuch Offenders, 
or puniſh them when known, will negle& their: 
Duty , 'tis their Connivence and not the Law that 
affords Impunity. 1 ) 21a 

But I wonder what makes kim Dreamof a tacit Con- 
nivance for Socinians, becauſe” they are exprelly ex- 
cepted ; *Fis juſt as if:he ſhould lay, the Artieles of 
the Church of England give a tacit  Connivamce'to 
them , becauſe they require every man to renounce 
their Errors, and to Confefs his Faith in the Holy 
Trinity. This is an excellent Argument to prove 
all Hereticks true Church of- Eze/and men, even 
though they ſhould Write Earneſt Suits, and enter 
their Proteſts againſt Her. 

But if this will not do, he now has, and then 
had in his head (though he had not occafion to out 
with it) another favour ſhown ty the Parliament to 
Diſſenters, not by this AQ indeed, but by a former 
Statute z which took away the Writ de Heretico 
Comburendo, which it ſeems he was afraid might 
hurt his Socin'an Friends, in caſe ſome ſuch of their 
Friends as Mr. Fean, were in the place they affett, 
but now , he ſays, he hopes this cuſtom here is in a 
fair way to be abolijled. This is fo filly, that I can 
hardly call it ſpiteful, for ts GHNinefs is an Antidote: 
againſt its ſpite; every one knows that Writ was 
raken away to ſecure the Church of Fg/and againſt 
the fears of a Popyth Sucgeiſox, which was the only 


danger of meivig that Writ ; which 'had been (o- 
ha 


long out of uſe, that it was hardly known among: 
Proteltants : Which argues no- greae tegderacG in 
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kim for do Church of England » to > lime < vile 
an Accuſation, as if. this praftice of Burning Here- 
ticks had been ſo very cuſtomary, that he can fill 
only hope that an At of Parliament can. ut a Hop 
to-1t; 


| His Concluſion is I Rambling, and ſo very Furi- 
ous, that I begin 'ta fear his Melancholy has ſome 
ſpice of Frenzy in it; and therefore it is time to 
leave off Diſputing, without returning the Compli- 
ments .or Advice which he has given the Dean at: 


Parting, 
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